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REMARKS, Sl. 


1 HE 4250 of the S EE 
don Dr. Clarke's Expoſition of 
the Church-Carechiſm having 
charged Dr. Clarke with © foul | 
FFF wreſting the words 

« and perverting the meaning” of the Ca- 
techiſm, with © corrupting the ſincere. 
„Milk, and perverting the Fountains , 

with « either diſguiſing the Senſe, or e- p. 3. 
luding the Truths wrapped up in the 
wall Creed, it cannot be improper 
diſtinctly to conſider this Charge. The 
N difficulty ſeems to be to pitch upon 
ſome Rule by which we may try this 
cauſe, But ſince Dr. Clarke conſtantly al- 
[OWE the e to be the Rule and Teit ns 


| gay e occaſion for a Re mark is this. 


N 


of Truth; and this Author does it ſome. 
times ſo very expreſsly, that without con. 
tradicting bimſelf he cannot eaſily deny it, 


] think [1 may without Injuſtice lay claim 10 


ſuch conceſſions. I readily own, that the 
Remarker ſometimes declines this Teſt : hc 
contends for adding to it ſometimes the 
« Comment of Antiquity ” „without telling 
us how low Antiquity extends: ſometime: he 
is for the © three firſt Centuries only , | 
ſometimes he is for © the beſt and pureſt Aves) 
and ſometimes, if I gueſs right at his Senti- 
ments, he would extend Antiquity tothe very 
preſent times: For in explaining the firſt Anti. 
cle of the Creed, he produces the Authority 
of Ruffinus, and Cyril, and Biſhop Pearſon 
and Dr. Waterland. Antiquity is a looſe 
word, of very uncertain Extent : And there- 
fore Pr. Materland, when he wrote the 
| Hiſtory of the Athanaſian Creed, produced 
among the Antient Teſtimonies the Authori- 
ty of a Perſon who liv'd as late as thc Vear 
1439; and amongſt the Antient Roma cnts 


upon it, mentions Peter de Ofoma in th. 


1478. However, kince the Scri . 19+ 4 
dependent of the « Comment of An 
e uit, - Are. ve exprelsly ; allowed 
by this WW riter to be the Rule of I riih » 
1 ſhall thence judge of this preſent Del Hate. | 


The firſt thing in the Expoſition which 


oe $i 3-30 


Dr. Clarke, {peaking of the. Works: of - 


he Devil, had cenſured ſome Chriſtians, 
« who worſhip Images of wood and ſtone, 


(Cl 


and conlecrated Elements, inſtead of the 


« Maker and Preſcrver of al! things; — and 


« ſe up and pray to imaginary Interceſſors, 


Angels and Saints, and the bleſſed Vir- 


> 


vin, inſtead of praying in the name of 
« him, who is the One Mediator between 


«© God and Man, even our Lord Jeſus 
« Chriſt. All which practices are manifeſt 


« ]dolatry, worſhip paid to Idol- oy and 


IAol-Mediators-, Expoſ. p. 25. The 


Remarker ſays, He might doe ſpared 
the latter, becauſe Idol- Mediator is a mere 


Fiction, and the word has neither JOU? : 


nor ſigniſicancy. 


it may ſeem perhaps abſurd to attempt — 


2 


to 9 a Word that has © neither ſenſe 


« nor fienificancy ”. But if Idol Gods be 
an intclligible Word. methinks Idol Me-. 


diators may be underſtood like wiſe. Our _ 
Author allows, that to © pay any religions a 
W orſhip to an Idol is ſetting up an 1dol---- 
* God”: If fo, then to pray to an Idol to 
in terceed with God, is to make that Idol 


an Idol-Mediator. He that prays direckly | 


. 0 any Saint to cure him of any Diltem- . 
mg | ” : per, 


22 Sr — — — 


Wy 6 7 
per, makes chat Saint perhaps an Idol. Cod: 
But he that prays to the ſame Saint to n. 
tercecd with God to cure the Diſtemper, 
makes him an Idol-Mediator. In this caſe 
He is not conceived to have a Power to help 
his Servant himſelf, or to have Dominion 
over him; but He is conceived to have an 


Intereſt in him who has the proper Power 


and Dominion. So when in the Top! 
Litanies they pray to Saint Coſmas and Da. 
mianus, and all the Holy Prieſts and Le. 
vites, Monks and Hermits, Virgins and 
 #Hidows to pray for them. 
not imagine them to be Gods, nor have 


they any ſuch Notions ; but they conceive 


them to be Mediators, and to have a for 


Ss Intereſt in God through their abundant 
meerits; and that they can have acceſs to him, 
ad nd be heard, when we mortals cannot. 

5 ſays the Remarker, ©* The wor! ſhip- 


ping of any thing either as a medinn 0! 


— otherwiſe, is making a God of it That 
is, to pray to the bleſſed Virgin to interceed 


with her Son to help us, is to make a 94 


of the Virgin Mary. When a Roman Ct 
| tholick ſays, Let the bleſſed Virgin, we 


e beſeech thee, Oo Jeius Chriſt, imploy der 
« Mediation for us to your Mercy, both 
* now and in the hour of death ”. 0. 
| when He applies to Her immediately, © 0 


* bleſſed Mother of God, 8 Virgin, 


* I 7 * Temple 


I he V do 


2 99—9—§—ç—ti ——— 6 2 * 
a 
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« Temple of the Lord, — pray for the 
_« People, mediate for the Clergy, inter- 
s ceed for the female Sex — Is this ma- 
ing her a God, ora Mediator only to God, 


— 


3 


Mcdiator betwixt God and Men, then ſhe 


or to Chriſt? Now if ſhe be not the true 


js properly an Idol- Mediator: and fo are all . 
the reſt of the Saints and Martyrs who are 


delired to be interceſſors in this manner be- | 


twixt t God and Man. 


Jut this it ſeems is not fo very . Log «Now > 
comes the offenſive Paſſage, and ior which 
„Dr. Clarke hitherto had been only paving _ 


| © the way”. And indeed, ſays Dr. Clarke, 
en, thing is faulty of this kind, beſide 
1 6 W orſbip of him alone who created the 
world by his power, who redeemed man. 
tid by his Sen, and who ſanftifies all 
890d perſons by his Holy Spirit, © Is not 


4 this as much as ſaying, that all religious 


& the Father only“. 


1 


1 


p. 
% . orſhip is faulty, except the worthip of 1 


244 his, 1 am content to ſay, that he has 


ae caſt dropped the worſhip of two of the 
. ane perlons, has inſerted no proviſion 


The Remarker ſcemed to be o ſenkible 
hat thele words would not come up to the 
Sin he wiſhed for, that he ſays, © Becauſe 
| would be tender of charging any Man 
with Poſitions which poſſrbly might not 


K 0 : falyo fo far as Appears, which ought 


'*"rq | 


„% . 
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Holy Ghoſt, 


. P. 3. 


« to have been done.” 
Diſſertation againſt The Mode ſt- leg, He 
concludes this "Article, *-All-thart 1 pol 
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** tively charge the Expoſition with, is 477 
66 


1 reply, 


: of; As the Catechiſm does not i pen a 
word about the worſhip of the Son or. 
it cou'd be no fault ir De. 
Clarke not to explain a Doctrine that w. 

not in the Catechiſin. 

had done ſo, the Remarker with more Jul 
tice might have exclaimed againſt New C4 


Suppoſe the Dr. 


Oo fechiſms — * US As en 1s of 


the Old. 
, 17 this Author intended hereby o 
inſinuatc, chat Dr. Clarke Was agai! & all | 


1 worſhip to the Son, this is a gro 


__ Jlumny. 
Trinity, where he has particularly pf 
— himſelf, and fully upon this Subject, This 


In his e ee Detheive 2 of the 


is the zorh Propoſition. 


« « Aﬀter. and upon account of the 4 
Wy compliſhment of which Difpenlat! 
„on, Vis. his Incarnation, He |: 5 
1 ſcribed in Scripture as inveſted * W 
Adiſtinct worſhip in his o n perfor 
© his original glory and e, 
beat t the lame time revealed, 2 
f 3 FE. = 


* 1 "> * „ 1. —— 5 was K e 


And after a long 


ping the Worſhip of two of the Divine 
* * Perſons. * oo 


r aa oo le MLS 
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© Exaltation in the human Nature to. 
« his Mediatorial Kingdom declared: 

e Himſelf fitting upon his Father's 
e Throne at the right hand of the 
« Majeſty of God, and receiving the 


Prayers and Thankſgivings of his 


* Church, as the alone Mediator be- 8 
et tween God and Men. 5 


"Fog the Truth of this Nopoldes he 1 
fers the Reader to upwards of fhirty Texts 
which juſtify Praying to him for Grace, 
Peace, Bleſſing, Direction, Aſſiſtance and 


that mention Calling upon his N 


Toankſgroing, 5 


As to the Holy Choſt He * Tropol: WY 
Ihe Honour which Chriſtians are 
bound to pay peculiarly to the Per- 
ſon of the Holy Spirit, is expreſſed 


| 5 4 


--% 


we are directed either by Precept | or 
cc 1 „„ 

ee G: 38 in his Name, Mate. > 28. ö 
e 19. 


Comfort from him; Four Texts that men- . 
tion his Diſciples worſhipping him ; Eight 


1 the calling him to witneſs ; Four, TH 
he the [nvocating him in Prayer ; and Twelve, I 
that aſcribe. Glory to him, and Prat and — 


in theſe Texts following; whercin 


"Te 


© To wiſh Grace and Peace, and v ef. 
from him, 2 Cor. 13, 14. Rev. 1.4. 
ce To appcal to him as Witneſs, Rom. 
, 1, F. 16. 0. 
« To take heed not to reſiſt him, Att; 
„ 1Theſ. 5. 19. | 
< not to do deſpite. to him, Teh 
Es | | 
© not to tempt him, Ats 5.9 


15 not to n him, 2 85 4, 30. 5 


1 the Scripte are indeed the Rule of 


_ Truth, ” as the Remarker ſometimes al- 
lows; and Dr. Clarke has determined from 
Scripture the Vorſbip which is due to thc 
Son, and likewiſe what ought to be paid 
to the Holy Ghoſt, 


tis injurious to charge 


him with “ appearing to exclude the wor: 


„ ſhip of two of the Divine Perſons. 


And if the Scriptures are not the * Ruic of 


Interpretation“ of our Church's Forms; 
pot ſtil} what is ot in the Church's Form 
is not neceſſarily to be added to them, on 


yo purpole only to be expounded. But, 


zal), What was Dr. Clarke ſpeaking a. 


bout Why, aol. Gods and Idol He . 
tors; and then He immediately adds, And 
indeed every thing is 
kind beſide the worſhip o 
85 ih 3 created the world by his 7 


of this 


* 
Hin alone 


Oer, 


* What do thoſe words, 0.77 "hi kind, rc. 
. e 


late 
abol 
Ae 
to | 
arc 

ous, 


= q. ur 


h 1 hip 

OC. 
WOI 
15 72 
but 
to 
ato! 


Fon 


late to, but to the Subject he was talking | 
bout laſt, viz. Idol. Code and Idol Medi. 


ators, All addreſſes to Idol- Gods, and all 


to 1dol-Mcdiators to intercecd with God, 
are faulty: 'Tis paying a worſhip which 


ouzht not to be paid to or thro' ſuch Me- 
diums. But the right, or not faulty wor- 


uy 15 of him alone who created the World, 


Of Him alone ; not cxcluſive of a 


w Wenk which is to be paid to the Son, who 


is 207 an Idol- God or an Idol. Mediator 3 


but of him alone, excluſive of all worſhip, 


to all and nem Idol. God and Idol. Medi- 
tor. 


| What now is all this Outcry of ce 205 I 


bing our bleſſed Lord, and the bleſſed _ 
1 Spirit of all religious Worſhip ” founded 
on? What means this Author by the 
phe of © Sacrilege and Blaſphe- 


What is the meaning of the i injuri- F. 
bs Compariſon betwixt the Doctor, and 


=> 22. | 


the Socinians who are ſo expreſs both 


*: for Adoration and {avocation of Chriſt): 


Does not Dr. Clarke cxpreſily. contend 
for the <""rſhip of Chriſt ? Does he not 
plead for praiſing him, and praying to 


him? Yes. But becauſe every thing is not 


laid in every Book, where there is no pro- 
per place for it as well as where there is, 
and juſt as this Author would have it, there-⸗ 


tore the W omg s « __ tis“ po 
| B 2 1 0 i ſoning 


« ſoning the Fountains,” "tis ee Exroſ gt. 


e and à dangerous Snare. Let th: be 
put into ſome form of Argument! Dr, 


Clarke in expounding the Catechiſm 0 
has ſpoke of the worſhip of the Ona 


TY TW! 


and Father of all) he likewiſe has tente 
of the worſhip of the One God and f. 
ther of all!: But then, the Catechiſni ha 


ving ſaid nothing about the warſhip « ot the 
: Son and Holy Ghoſt, he likewiſe in 


i *% 


ES pounding the Catechiſm has ſaid nothin 
about the worſhip of the Son and Ho 
_ Ghoſt, tho he has fully pleaded for it c 

where: Therefore his Expoſition i 17 


found. The Charge had been juſt as £00/, 


Had the Remarker thought fit to have :radc 
it, that in the Expoſition of the Catcahiſm 
Dr. Clarke had not expounded the Rer. 
lations: And it had been equally t de 
Purpoſe thence to have inferr'd, ther ſo 

huis Expoſition is a een. Snare. 


5 polition is, that the Author of it has 20 

lected to explain the Queſtion, What del 
thou chicfin learn in theſe Articles 0 
thn Belief? And the Anſwer . 5 


24. 


. thinks 0 0. vs 4 TOP. of Weg! 


H. 8 


The next Imputation againſt the E. 


learn, &c. This Obſervation the Re 1 


"Lb 


[ 1 3 1 


"his is not doing Juſtice to our Church 


atechiſm, nor anſwering the Title of 


ne Book : Expoun: ding! 'S one ti ning, ex- 
unging is another. 


ct us ſuppoſe this Obſervation tor 
dice to be... of W eight; ” yet, when in 5 


: the lame Circumſtances no Odium, no great 5 


: a amour cou d be raiſed, the Zcal of OUT © 
 Aathor was at an End. The Doctor has in 
: e very ſame manner expunged -out of *-- - 
tie Catechiſm (for fo it ſeems it muſt be 


called expunged) thoſe very important 


Queſtions, What doeſt thou chiefly nn 
: theſe Commandments > What 15 
3 tim Duty towards God * What is thu 
* un towards thin Neinhb our? And 
the» Anſwers to them. And likewit© after 
had expounded the Lord's Praycr, He 


235 N in the tame Sende and Man- 
2 7, thar Queſtion, What peſirelt tou of 


C 50 in this Pꝛaner? 2 And the A Anſwer 


1 t. And yet groſs as this Crime is rc 


ented here, and weighty as the Obſerva- 


u was, where the Author cou'd talk a- 


bout the Godhead and Divinity of the Son, 
and by that means try to raiſc an Odium ; he 


| p. fes over in ſilence the other Omiſſions, 


auch tells us very gravely, chat“ from page 


— „ 134 to p. 293. He meets with nothing 
c that wants a Remark, though within 


Thar 'compaly allcheſe Omiſlions hay. Could 


ke - 


ne not have harangued a little upon 5 
important Omiſſions? What, 17 that 
«« coants a Remark,” when the Duty 
wards God, and that towards our Nei: |. 
bour are expunged ? Arc not hel, 
as much Importance in a Chriſtian Ca 
chiſm as the Worſhip which the © 
chiſm has ſaid nothing about? Surely = | 
might have been told upon ſome of 
4. Occaſions what you ſay, “ The fairer way 
„ wou'd have been to have ſaid, 3M 
„ Church-Catcchiſm explain'd and 
e reed, rather than have given the 


4 of an Expoſition to the "whole, * 


[14 ] 


< belongs only to a Part.” But all is we 


meet with nothing that wants 4 


8 Th c mark.” 


However, fince our | Kemarker inks k 


Obſervation of weight, it may be fit 0 
take notice, that what He thinks „eg. 
* lected“ by Dr. Clarke, is fully en 
in his Expoſition upon the Articles ot 
Creed, juſt as the Duty towards Cos, 5 an 
Towards our Neighbour is expounded in 
Tien Commandments; and the things <: 
teaincd in the Anſwer to the Queſtion, 10 


of define 2 of God i in this Prayer + 9 arc 


conta 


though the Duty to God and our Neigh- 
bour be paſſed by in ſilence, 1 the 
favourite Topick of Declamation bc 
1 Precuded. . All is well, and he co. 


211 
4.4 
4 | 


nc 


34 — 2 1 INS AS ee, bs. ite - 4 2. 4 Gta - 
. - . * 


BE 


cont ined in the Expoſition of the Loads 


a . * * 
NT Tio — — 


Prayer. And it would have been imper— 


tinent Repetition to have expounded theſe 


things, when He had 5 the Foun- 


dations of them already. 


n 


The next thing that is "thee — SLIM 
not any particular Paſſage | in the Expoſition, ” 


but t what lies betwixt y. 42. and p. 49, and 


is ſummed up thus: That Dr. Clarke 


th inks « that he 1s to interpret the Creed 


by the Scripture” , Whereas, « The 5 


ic „Church Forms bag moſt certainly to 


be interpreted according to the Mind Ot: :- 


«x the Church that made them: And if io 


; . they are to be rejected as talle, 


2 interpreted, they appear not to agree with | 


| © 2nd not ſtrained to a Senſe not their own . 


«in order to make them true“ 


Ihe fault of Dr. Clarke 1s, "his attempt 
to interpret the Apoſtles Creed by Scripture. 
A Chriſtian, a Proteſtant, a Divine, ought 


tobe forgiven this injury, and even to be . 


thanked for ſhewing that the Creed, into 
| which all are baptized, is exactly agreeable 


to the Rule of Truth. What Harm can 
poſſibly ariſe from this, that every Article 


is capable of being expreſſed in the very 
| Language of Scripture „ and is founded | 
8 | | | upon: 


Remark, 


P. 25. 


| Thid. 


Church. Forms are inconſiſtent with! 
ture; or elſe it is not to be imagine why, 


[ 16 ] 
upon clear My That there is nothing 
profeſſed to be believed at Baptiſm, bt 


what all Chriſtians of all denoipinaticn 
agree to be juſt and true? But our An: hor, 3 
if one may guels by his manner of I 


ſing himſelf, icems to think that 10 


1 
1. 

4 

\ 


in the preſent Cale, he is fo deſirous mY 


> 


poſe the Rule of Interpretation to 5 


Rule of Truth. The © Scriptures , ſy; 


3 are the Rule of Truth, but no! by 
* Rule of Interpretation : They are 


„ Rule for receiving any forms, but 1 
e the Rule fort underſtanding them“, 
Te a: public form be agreeable to the 
Rule of Truth, and be ſhewn to be 
is a Man to be cenſured for this? . 


* 


it ſcems. The mcaning of Church 
% Forms is firſt to be judged of from t! 0 


& natural force of the words, the intent of 
„ compi! cr, and the laws of true cr. 
« ticiſm”, In the caſe before us, vi. 


the Apoſtles Crecd, there is no one word 
Which in its natural force, or by any Laws 
of Criticiſm, or for ought 1 know, in the 
intent of the Compilers, is not exad!) 
agrecable to the Scripture, If there be 
any ſuch, it had been right in our Author 

to have produced . That: would indeed 
have been a”  Confuration of Dr. Clarke's 


Expoſitc On, 


— 3 —_—_——_,————__—__—_Q — tit ER — 4 * 
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. 


Expoſition, and would have ſhown that in 
an Expoſition ot the Church-Forms we ought 


not to have regard to the Rule of Truth. 
The” Scriptures are the Rule of Faith, 
and they are a compleat one, becauſe it is 


impoſſible for us to know more of the 
Will of God than what he has thought fit 
to dit Over. It is in vain therefore for any 
one t end us to Cyril, or Ruffinus, or any 
other uninſpired perſon, to know the mean- 

ing of a Text of Scripture, ſince the quet- 
tion will recur, How came he by his Know. 
ledge 2 The natural and uſual Signification 


4433 


of Words, and the Rules of Criticiſm, muſt 


be the means of diſcovering the Intent of 


| God; and if any other helps to this occur, 
they ought to be made uſe of. But if in 
tuele helps we meet with mere Hypotheſes to 
reconcile certain Texts, we ſhould be care- 
ful how we admit theſe Inventions of ons 


and d hould never confound them with, 


ſet an equal valuc upon them, and he > 


| Scrij prures. 


«I is impollible” - far the 1 > 840" - 
to reconcile the principles lad down. 
in the Expoſition, with what the Cate- 
chiſm plarnly means by God the Son, and 
4 God the Holy Ghoſt, as taught in the 
Creek The Principles laid down in 
tue e are Scripture - Principles, 
Kg arc-Propoſitions, laid down uſually Mn, - 


. 5 aud 


and always confirmed by the very words 
of Scripture, and thoſe words of cup. 
ture explained by the uſual known rules of 
- Criticiſm. Does the Catechiſm then © p/ajp, 
« {ly mean” ſomething zrreconcileable with | 


inconſiſtent with the New Teſtament ? The 
Nemarker may tell us ſo: and as he un. 
derſtands it, perhaps it may be ſo. Bu: ö 
ſhould be ſorry to find our Baptiſmal Cree 
odr any part of that Inſtruction Which we 
are taught ſo early in life, at ſuch diſtance 
from the Rule of Truth, as to be Zr recon: 
e culeable to it. 
p 14% 
. the Creed by Scripture, that is, by bis : 
«gown Senſe of Sctipture, * And ſo nut, ; 
every. Man that lives interpret the word 


= other Father; but what is the critical micat- "H 
ing of the Wards 7 If the Enquiry be 4 


[18] 


the Scripture? Is the Apoſtles Creed plainly 


But, ſays the Aena, « He inter 'prets 


-of God by his own Senſe. The Qucſiion 33 
+ therefore is, Whether he has miſtaken the 2 
Senſe? And this muſt be reſolved 40 5 
this: — Not what Ruſfinus ſays, or an) oy 


bout a Doctrine. — then, what is thc. Dot *9 
 trine contained in the ſeveral Texts, when Fo 


they are laid together ; and not what 8 ba 
the poſſible meaning of a ſingle Text! 
And this I think to be an inviolabl. Ru | 
that a difficult Text is to be expoun dec 
= ways by : a n aud eaſy one; 10 


9 | 5 "4 #1 


"Pt CRAB (5 6 0 ro ens SR „„ 
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"ec KA gage ne 


difhcult, In ſhort, all proper helps are to 
be uſcd'to underſtand the Scriptures, as you 


would uſe all proper helps to underſtand 
allowing for the different Importance of the 


hed "7 * un Doe +2377 = Ä 9. + 


vi verſa, an eaſy one by one that is 


Subjects) Tully or Plato, or any other 


Writer. But every Man muſt underſtand, 


and ought to underſtand by Hit own Senſe ; 
nor gan the Authority of one, or of many 


combined together, determine a thinking 


Man, further that! the Reaſons for their 


N weigh. 


But the Church that made the Catechiſm, 


the latent of the Compiler, is to be con- 


lere the Church Forms ought moſt 


ce certainly to be interpreted according to 


ide Mind of the Church chat made 
cc them“ „ 


lbis, 


Tue Intent of the Compiler, the M. nd. 


of the Church, (let Church ſignify what 


it will, ſince it is allowed to have a Mind) _ 
was to expreſs a Scripture-dodtrine, a Doc- | 


tine diſcovered by Jeſus Chriſt, or by his 


Apoſtlcs, It was not their Tatent, or their 


rnd, I hope, to deliver a Doctrine merely 


Ot their oon Invention, or which had no 5 
Foundation in Scripture. I agree then with _ 
ur Author, that if they have made uſe of 


ſich words as in their uſual and ordinary 


dignitication cannot be reconciled to Sci ib 
ture, he 8 in Which ſuch word 


: : d i oY > 


— 


ate, are to be rejefted as falſe, 


2 1 6 LN erer n 


But if they 


have uſed ſuch words as in their 14; 
Signification are reconcileable to Scripture 
even ſuppoſing the Compilers had a different 


meaning, it is lawful in ſuch a ca(c to in 
terpret ſuch word according to the Rule of 


Truth. But ſce this point handled at large 
in a Pamphlet, entitled, The Caſe of Sub. 


 feription to the Thirty- nine Articles. tet 


for James "4: aa 17213 and in the 


Vindication of it. 


things fundamental, in things require d 24 of 
neceſſity to eternal Salvation, t iu 
this rule (vix. of revealed Religion 0 

: 10 be fo plain, that No honeſt and care al 
mind, even of mean capacity, to whim the 
Sermons of Chriſt and his 8 hat 

ever been diſtinttly rehearſe 

any danger of miſtaking. The Method ti 
ken to refute this is, firſt, by ſhewing tone 


5b. 20. 


„ ſafe nor true Rule. Before I conſider t tals 
: Remark, 1 maſt premiſe that 


thinks neceffarily would follow fron |; 


10 procecd De. Cut, fays In 


can b» m 


abſurd Conſequences which the Remacke! 


and 2dly, by declaring it to be nc'rher 


- 
. 
C a 


— — Gt 
tr 


"+ 


The Doctrines of our Saviour, and of thoſe 


commiſſioned by him, ate the whole and the 


only Rule of Truth in matters of Revealed - 


Religion. No Man can know more than is 
revealed; nor can any thing be required to 


be believed either to Salvation, or in ge- 


netal by any Chriſtian, more than is con- 


tained in Sctipture. No Church, no Au- 
thority upon Earth, can requite more, with- 


out the utmoſt preſumption, without ſet- 


ting thentſelves in the feat of God, and im- - 
poſing theit own Fancies inſtead of the Will 


of God. Now as that which is not un- 


derſtood by any petlon cannot by him be 
thought to be revealed; from hence it fol- 
| lows, that every Man muſt underſtand for 
himſelf ; every Man muſt judge according 
to his beſt Abilities for himſelf; and ovey” 
Man muſt believe for himſelf; as much as 
| he mult be ſaved for himſelf. If therefore 
« any thing be required as of neceſſity FE: 
«© eternal Salvation, it muſt be what every 


Man maſt underſtand, or elſe he could not 
| be faved: and if every Man may under- 


ſtand it, it muſt be Plain to every honeſt _ 


and careful Mind. 


Let us ſee now what Corollaries the Re- 5 


marker has drawn. Fir/t, ſays he, © it is not POP. 
Hs neceſſaty to eternal Salvation to believe 


« that the Father alone is neceſſarily OX- 
Ag Hog.” Mika 1 becauſe innumerable 
OS | carcful | 


a „ "LE 


© careful and honeſt minds — have lived 
« and died in a disbelief of it.” Pray, Sir, 
produce the Text of Scripture, which cver 


ſaid that it is of mece//ity to eternal Salva 
Trion, fo much as to have an Idea of a 
neceſſary Exiſtence of God} 

Z alu, © It will further follow,” ſays the | 
” Remarker, * « that it is not neceſſary to Sal. 


vation to believe that the Father alon: 


e Py. 19. 


Eis God of the univerſe, excluſive of tc 
Son and Holy Ghoſt.” Again I reply, 
that the Rule of Truth has never made 
it neceſſary, or required it as of neceſſity 
to Salvation, to believe that the word God 
© excludes, or includes the Son and don 
| Ghoſt. It is fundamental to believe that 
God i is; and that he is a rewarder of them 


that diligently ſeek him. But to bel; eve 


that the Three Perſons, Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoſt, “ are equal, and all together 
„ make up one God, is no where laid i: 
Scripture : But is at beſt an Hypotheſis sto 
reconcile a few Texts of Scripture. If it 
be any where ſaid, that the Three Per [ons 
all together make up one God, ” pro- 
_ duce. the place, and do not impoſe or 10 
quire a Submiſſion to your Gonſequenca 
from certain Texts; obſcure, remote, and 
perhaps unintelligible Conſequences, 2s i 
ftlances of what is «required of e Man a5 
of neceſuty t to Salvation. 1 


Xx p . 
I— _— — 
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idly, He goes on, It wil further ſol- p. 26. 


« low, that none of the Propoſitions in 


Feripture doctrine, (this Author I {uppoſe 


means Dr. Clarke's Book, the Title of which 
is THE Scripture. doctrine of the Trinity; 


ſo far as they are contrary to out Church's | 


Doctrine, arc of neceſſity to Salvation. 


| Pray has Dr. Clarke, or any one elſe ſaid, 
that ſuch Propoſitions of his Book as are 

contrary to our Church's Doctrine, are "hh 

| necellity to Salvation? If neither He, nor 
any one elle, has ſaid ſo, what fort of a 


Corollary is this ? or how will it prove 


the Principles laid down | in the Eapoſi ton to 


de falſe? 
A 4thily, C3 It will likewiſe follow,” fas 


_ the Remarker, that it is by no means ne- 


Ibid. L 


© ccflary to Salvation to believe that all re- 


6 * ligious Worſhip, and 400 Prayers arc to be 


ede to the Father. ” Here again 1 - 
as, Where have the Scriptures ſaid that 
"this is necellary to Salvation to be belic ved? 


Or where has Dr. Clarke ſo much as inti- 


mated that it is neceſlary to Salvation to 
oclicve that all Worſhip 1s to be directed to 
che Father, when he expreſſly pleads that 5 


ſome Worſhip is to be directed to the Son? 


9 It will follow, that the Belief 7 


= 1 
© of dhe Apoſtles Creed as interpreted by 


the N tion is not neceſſary to Salva- 
don. 5 M. as ever uch $00 draw Q 


detore } 
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before? Do the Seriptures ever mention 


the Apoſtles Creed, or the Expoſrring 


made by Dr. Clarke ? The Rule of 1 ruth 


alone muſt contain whatever is neceſſary tg 


Salvation; and that requires, as docs like. 


wiſe Dr. Clarke's Expoſition, Repentance 


from dead Works, and Faith towards God; 
The belief of Jeſus to be the Chriſt ; the 

| Reſurretion from the Dead and Eternal 
Judgment. Theſe are neceſlary Principles, 
contain d in Scripture, in the Apoltles 
| Creed, and in Dr. Clarke's Expoſition of 
it, and are plain to e careful and no 
neſt Mind. | 
As theſe Corollaries are n upon oi 
_ poſition of the Principle being truc, and 
Which the Remarker imagines wou'd de 
ſtroy it, He next attacks rhe Principle itici{ 
| as neither ſafe nor true. We muſt always 
| keep the Principle in our view; © In 
© things required as of Neceſſity to Salvs- 
tion, it is evident the Rule of Revelari 
« on ought to be ſo plain, that no carctul 


R 


honeſt Mind, ro whom the Sermons of 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles have been diflintt. 


0" - 


8 ly rchears'd, can be in danger ot m. ak 


1 a degree, that common Chriſtians m4 


8 ing.“ ; In oppoſition to this we ate 


1 told, 


Ba T8 « . is no Truth * 0 


plain but it may be obſcured to 


be 
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be puzzled.” Suppoſing this, What 


then? The conſequence is; not that the 


Rnle before laid down is neither ſafe nor 


true, which was the Point to be proved z 
but this—Therefore nothing at all is plain, 
no Truth whatever can be required as ne- 


ceſlary to Salvation: For nothing can be 


required to be believed as neceſſary to Sal- 


vation, which is obſcured and darkned to 


ach a degree, as to make it EA to 


be believed. He goes on, 
2dly, « Any Jew or Deiſt, Pagan or Ma- 
© homctan, may ſay that the Proofs upon 


He lays, 95 


— -- 


« which the Chriſtian Revelation reſts (Mi- 
« racles and Prophecies) ought to be ſo 
« plain, that no honeſt and careful Mind 
« can be in danger of miſtaking.” That 
is, what is required of every Man as ne- 
ceilary to Salvation, in a Revelation by 
him received, muſt be plain: Therefore the 
[Proofs of that Revelation muſt be plain: 
j, e. Becauſe an acknowledged Law muſt be 
ſe to them that ſubmit to it and own it, 
therefore the Proofs upon which the Power 
of the Legiſlator reſts muſt be plain. Are 
ſuch Conlequences worth a ' Confuration ? : 


-3dhy, «© If Chrillianity were thus en 
* off, and every other Religion but Natu- 
« ral Religion I know not how much f 
© that might go off next, upon the Jane 
A e . Dr. Clarke is ee n 
. * 1 Rule 


= 


"bid. | 


p. 28, 29. 


Hs c 
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Rule of Scripture or Revelation, om ar- 


gues that what is required in That F 
ceſſary to Salvation muſt be plain. To fe « 
confute this Poſition ; ſuppoſe, ſays he, I. 
there is 0 Revelation—Why then you 14 
don't refute a Principle that ſuppoſes and N 
argues from a Revelation. Quid cum. my = ® 
Lan, facias £ hut he proceeds ſtill, « « 

_ 4thly, © I diſlike the Rule, . © 1 4. 1 

e think it will leave the Man juſt here 4 
be he was before, and not at all the wit! 
1 pitching upon fundamental Do 

« trines,” But what is this to the Pur- 2s. 
poſe? Name, if you can, any one Pom the 
which the Rule of Truth has made neccſlary Nto 
to Salvation, and which is ot plain to cvery War 

| honeſt and careful Mind. Men may med Ms | 
with many Points in Scripture that are ob- Mon! 
ſcure, and they may pitch upon ſome Pon fr 
which they may Amagine groundleſlly to Hier 
de fundamental ones. But yet that does M(:r: 
not alter the Points which are there 1ad MW | 
don as neceſſary Articles, nor make hem 
more or lets fo. What are Fundament: 
may be plain, though ſome may chuſe to M1; 
ä themſelves wah their own Not ions: ir 
and may conceive thoſe to be Fun damen. Nen. 
008. which, to another can never. be Proycd He 


4 ſuch. 


gainſt Dx. Clarke's dee, and then le 


This is ; all the 8 has a el + 


| Procec's 
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toceeds to give us a Rule of his own. 


« | /1ould think it much better to ſay, that 
« whatever can be provd to be taught in 
« Scripture, and in the firſt and pureſt Apes, 
as of Neceſſity to Salvation, is now alſo ne- 
« ceſlary to all Chriſtians, but i in ſuch a de- 


p. 29, 30 


« grec as they are capable of knowing, or 
ec doing it, Allowances muſt be always 
« 10% de for want of Capacity, or Opporeu- = 


Fn ity, and for inſuperable Prejudices,” 


In this Rule it is very remarkable, that 
bat eis taught in the firſt and pureſt Apes 
1s of neceſſity to Salvation, is put upon 


the level with what is taught as neceſſary 


to Salvation in Scripture. 1 "know not how _ 
fir he will extend the rſt and pureſt Ages 5 
the preſent Caſe; Whether he deſigns 


only the Three firſt Centuries, or the Four : 
het, or whether he will take in more to 
ſerve his Purpoſes. | In Page 20, indeed he 
1 vs, © All ſhould agree to take Scripture 
4 * for their Rule, and the practice of the 
' three firſt Centuries for the Model of 
their Worſhip.” But elſewhere he leaves 
his boint at large and unconfined to any 
me, and only ſpeaks in general of © Anti- 
onity,” At the End of the Remarks, when 
He reſumes this Subject, He tells us, «© The 


p. 92. 


jut Authority of the Chriſtian Law 8 


= Otherwiſe be kept up, but by maintain- 
"WM. ive 2 the Veneration due to Sacred Writ, 
$ 5 | | 


D 2 ERS _ dot 1 


* 8 8 2 rr „ 


5 - 5.00 } 
© both as to Matters of Faith and Practice: 
« Uf we weaken its Authority in re pea of 
either, we do it in both, and cndznoy 
the whole.” In this he refers us to Sy. 
cred Mirit alone. But then he preſent!; 4. 
terwards adds in the (fame Page, — “ There 
is an abſolute Neceſlity of fixing a cer 
e tain Rule That Rule is Scripture, bi 
taking Antiquity along with it as the bel 
© Comment upon it,” 


In the midſt of thats Declarations | from: 
Proteſtant, 1 muſt obſerve, 
I. That if ſome few Writers which ale 
By e put into the Canon of Scripture wer, 
as has been obſerv'd by ſome, us, inſtruct & 
by ſuch as were inſpired, ” and their / 
thority therefore may on that account 0 
valued; yet, 1 ſuppoſe the ſame Dee. renct 
is not to be paid to all the Writers of i! 
ft aud pureſt Ages. Suppoſe the- Pu ach 
« Apes” ceasd juſt when the Council 
Nice was call'd, juſt when Riches and bo 
er, when Ambition and Contentio!, wma 
ſuch Havock as it did in the C it 
Church, all the Writers of thoic 4: 
were not equally inſtruQed by inſpired pe 
| ſons: Nay, by our Author, they are alloy 
| Remark, to be Men, i. e. fallble Creaturcs, hole 
"BW: ver great and good, Why then docs tt 
Kemarker ſay, ad Whatever can be pro wed 
_ to be taught | in e and in th 


„„ fi 


1s revealed by God in the Golpe]; 
thers do, who have the ſame Goſpel lying WY 
NOW before them? Were theſe Men inſpi- 


regard, and receive 
we do the inſpired ones of the Goſpel. 


Ew]: 


< bt and pureſt Ages, as of neceſſi ty to 


„Salvation, is now alſo neceſſary to all 
„ Chriſtians?” Why docs he join fallihle 


Men with en Teachers of the Gol 
pel ? 


2, What Occaſion have we to £0 to 


theic firſt and pureſt. Ages ? Did Juſtin 5 
1 or Tertullian, (Who is allowed on 


all hands to have been egregiouſiy miſtaxen 


in many Points,) or Irenæus, or Ori- 


cen, &c. know more, or more clearly what 
chan o- 


red, or taught of God, more than others 


are that live 1500 Years after them? If 
they were, we ought to pay them their due 
all their Writings as 


3. If Chriſtians are obliged to conſult is 


fr/t and pureſt Ages, to know what is ne- 
_ ceſlary to be believed in order to Salvation, 
all Proteſtants as well as Papiſts are in an 

1 Iniquity, not to tranflate al! 
the Writers of theſe firſt and pureſt Ages 
into the vulgar Tongues, 
2 lcaſt in every Church, and read there ok 
pe caly to the People as the Bible is, that 
they may be able to know what is funda- . 
me 28 necellary to their Salvation. . 


WE Let 85 


and let them be 


L595] 


4. Let us ſuppoſe that the Scriptures 


have told us ſome neceſſary Doctrine, ye 


if the Fathers of theſe fir/t and pureſt es 


have not likewiſe treated of this Doctrine, 
it is not enough that the Scriptures have 


declared it to be neceſlary : For it mult | be 
proved to be taught in Scripture, and in 


the firſt and pureſ! Ages. So that gh 
Scriptures alone are an inſufficient Rule of 
Faith, and we want the Comment of Antti: 


quity to help us out. Happy the Men of 


Leiſure and Learning! For they alone can 
certainly know al] the neceſſary Articles of 1 
Faith, whilſt the Men of lower Capacicics MW 


are in the nature of the Thing excluded 


from the Means of knowing even what is 
Tundamental, ſince the Learned do not think. 
fir to tranſlate Origens Works, Tertullian 1 
Clemens of Alexandria, and the reft which 
continue in Greek and Latin, not to be . 
derſtood by the bulk of Chriſtians, 
till we know what theſe Men og to 
be Fundamentals, we can't be ſure that we 
know all that is fundamental to a Ch, 
lian. 


5. Noreithflending theſe frſt and d prr 7 ef 


Ages here come in, yet elſewhere the 9 
ture alone is the Rule of Truth. If a ket 
ſon be demanded, why the Scripture i: i to 
be join'd to the fallible Writers of the firj 
* and pre Ages, no other can be | ages ce 


i put 
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1 
but this— The Remarker imagines, (for it 
s in Fact no more than mere Imagination) 
that he has * of the Writers of theſe. 
firſt and pureſt Ages with him, in ſome of 
his Notions about the Trinity Now he 
-1nnot but know that his Ado erlaries le- 
wiſe claim them all, or all but one, to be 
with them. Nay, there is not onc of them, _ 
but at times ſpeaks much more favourably on 
their Sides,than on the Remarkers. He knows, 
| that the very Arians openly appcal'd to the 
| firſt three Centuries, as to the Parrons ot 
| their Notions : Much more can thoſe who 
diſclaim the Errors of Arius, and who op- 
pole an unin telligible Notion, of Three in- 
| :/icent Agents "ſubfiſting in one undivided 
E gabſlance, being but one intelligent Agent. 
| But however that be, 1 fay, _ 8 
6thly, The Remarker himſelf grants, 
That ©« the juſt Authority of Chriſtianity | 5 
gs can no otherwiſe be kept up, but by 
maintaining the Veneration due to Sa- 
1 1 cred Writ.” But then he can't but 
| know, that the Veneration for it is le- 
ena, when That and the Words of weak, 
callible, Men are c join'd to it, and made of 
qual Weight, I wou'd not be thought 
abſolutely and univerſally and in every 
ing, to contemn the Writers of the / 
and pureſt Ages: And perhaps for what I Remark, 
| lay, I may be rold by our Author, Men . 95. 
** that nn little of: the Fathers will of 


6p * Couric. 


Jus 


« courte ſpeak with Contempt of them.“ 


But 1 muſt tell him, and 1 ſpeak it from my 


Knowledge, that if we were now to write 


a5 ſome. of: tiene very Writers of the -// 


and pureſt Ages did, no Man of Scene 
wou'd read what was wrote. I will not 
produce particular Inſtances either of their 


reatoning, or of their interpreting of Scrip.. 
ture. But let any one put their Argu- 
maents into Syllogiſm, and examine their 
Interpretations by the Rules of ſtrict Cri. 
tique, and then judge of the Reſpect which 

is to be paid to them on theſe ac 


counts. 


Principle, provided zhe firſt and pure/? A 


Jes perfectly agree with the Scriptures ; or, 
it we cou'd know certainly what was the 


Opinion of thele pureſt Ages of the Chunk 
Io inſtance in the caſe of the Tony: i 


” darling Point of our Author; He tells " 


With a great dcal of Aſſurance, chat theſe 


pureſt Apes have uniformly held his Not. 


ons. Dr. Clarke has produced, for t 


: | know, a thouſand Paſlages out of them, 


prove that they never held the Notion 
which Dr./JYaterland has eſpousd. Tis certain 


that no General Council had in theſe % 


and pureſt Ages determin d this rn 


85 Ithly, The Reset has join'd to « 
8 Scriptures. what the firſt and pureſt Aye; 
have taught. I think we might admit this 


* — —— 
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and therefore ſuppoſe that any of the Fa- 
thers were on Dr. Waterland's Side of the 
Qucttion, yet it would not follow that that 
was the Doctrine which was always, and 
every where, and by all received as truc. 
$uppoſe it a general Doctrine in any parti- 
cular Church, yet how docs it follow that 
it is the Doctrine of the univerſal Church, 
or of all the Profeſſors of C hriſtianity! It 
would be a fallacious way of reaſoning to 
| ſay, that the commonly received Notion in 
any Country is the univerſally received one: 
Or that an Opinion, Which it may not be 
| taic to oppoſe, is therefore by all allowed 
to be true. But, 
St, 15 cannot but think it a Big nn” 
dieniry to join to the Scriptures theſe firſt 
and pureſt Ages, as they are called. oY 


| what were theſe Ages in fact to which ſo __ 


much deference is paid? No fooner were 
the Apoſtles dead, bur the Myſtery of Ini- 


quity began to appear more openly, in 
Forgery, in Wickedneſs, and in the vileſt 


Herelies and the moſt abſurd Notions that 
ever were broached. I do not ſay that there 
were not very many good and virtuous Men = 
| in thoſe times, many that really and truly em- 
braced the Goſpel, and that lived as became 
the Protefiors of Chriſtianity. But notwith- | 
mA ding that, the Forperies alone of thoſe 
mes have. furniſhed out whole Volume 5 to 5 
the cycrlaſting oo of thoſe Ages: And 
2 berg 


| ._- thor. tells us, that © all ſhould agree t0 


1 
there were more Heretic in number, 444 


more ſhametul wickedneſs practiſed ame noſt 
them, (if we may believe thoſe who vive; 


the Catalogues of them) than have been per... 
| haps inthe ſame quantity of Time ſince. A y 


were Ages of Weakneſs and Credulity, 11 
therefore eaſily impoſed upon by the Arts 
and Frauds of deſigning People. 
Fell, whom no one can lulpect of “ knoy. 
ing little of the Fathers, or of having 
them in © contempt, ' ſhall be my voucher 
here. Non eſt diſſimulandum, ſays he, 
te tantam fuiſſe promis ſeculis finger) | icen- 
_ « tiam, tam pronam in credendo facit 
tem, ut rerum geſtarum fides graviter © 
« inde Jaboraverit : nec orbis terrarun tan 
tum, ſed & dei Eccleſia de Femporiviis fun 


| « mythicis merito queratur. i. e. It . 
owned, that in the firſt Ages they took ſuc 0 


an eæceſſive Liberty of Fors ging, and fo 71 
_ was their Credulity , 5 that the credit. o 
real facts 25 by that means greatly in 
Paired : nor can the {Heathen} 1 
alone, but the Church of God may (1 iſe 
Juſilh complain of its fabulous Ages 

Before I procced to the next Head, wil 
be proper to obſerve that whercas this As 


"=" ne” Scripture for their Rule, and tl 
e Practice of the three firſt ci tot 
* the Model of their Worſhip "-—-—- #16 


Church of England i in particular Varics| rom 
theke 
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oc firſt Centuries in very many inſtances : 

A 4 if it did not, it has a 7247 to do it, 

| ſuppoſing theſe firſl Centurics to have been 

a uniform in their Practices. It is not e- 

nough to ſay, that they that refuſe that mo- 

gel are © juſtly blamcable, anc. : lie dividers p 20. 

of the Chriſtian Church: Nor to add, : 

„he it at their peril who do ſo, as they will 

„ 2n{wer it at the great Day of Accounts.“ 

e knows, or ought to know, that one 

Church varied from another in thoſe tines 

in nany inſtances: There was not an 8 

formity of Rites, and Cercmonies, and Cu- 

| toms, but every Church was at Liberty to 

 /ollow their own. Nay they went ſo far, 

to eſteem thoſe Men breakers of the Unity 

| of the Church, who were for impoſing upon 

E others the Models of their Worſhip. 

| But ſuppoſing that the three firſt Cen- 

turies were all uniform: that they al! 

ohlerved the ſame Rires 3 that they all 
eee in the ſame Form; yet what is 

[the Obligation that this lays upon us? Why _ 

is a Man blame- worthy now, if he retules _ 
to comply with any Model of Worſhip : 

ned Fifteen Hundred Years ago? Or why 

[nay not we ule our Liberty, or fix ſucha 
Model of Worſhip as we judge ſuitable to 

our pceſent Times? Are we to anſ{wer for 

it at the Day of Accounts, that we have not 

unitated or followed the Example of Juſtin : 
7 ak or r Origen, or 7 erfullian jeſus 

. 3 ko, 


DD r * N . eee eee . 
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Theſe? What one Church in Chriftcn. dom 


* Dee ee 28 —— 


I know, and Paul 1 know, but who 7 


A 


is not b/ameable on theſe accounts, if this | 


blame-worthy! ? Theſe firſt Ages claimed ng 
Authority over the ſuccceding ones, or 
they had claimed it, they muſt have aniwc;/ 


fully to the Demand, by what Righr xt 


did (o. 


But let us hear the Rule V. which. = Au. 


thor gives us in Oppoſi irion to Dr. art. 


without taking notice of the . © of 


joining“ the firſt and pureſt Ages 10 the 
Scripture. © Upon the wholc,” (a; s he, 


2 Wu 


39. „ ſhould think it ue better to fav, tha 
« whatever can be proved to be tai ht \n 


« Scripture, and in the firſt and pureſt Av 
as of neceſſity to Salvation, is now al! 


«neceſſary to all Chriſtians; but in fuch a 
degree as they are capable of knowing a 


« doingit: Allowances muſt always i 
for wan of capacity, or oppori u,, af 
. inſiperable prejudices , "as to thi 


« ſirength of Avhich — we are not com 


£2 Wes 


}/* 
i 


| miſlioned, nor qualified to determi 
In virtue of this Rule, no Man can pr. 


to judge what is a fundamental Dod bie 
and what not; notwithſtanding the pre ene 


that this is a much better Rule than thit 


laid down by Dr. Clarke. And this Autho 


>: 


allows it, when he ſays, —“ As to mails] 
cout any Catalogue of Fundamental $ +l 
C « would be an idle Antewpe. and. Ve! Y i0 


C Tami 
8 CN 


„„ 


1 L. 
« lemn trifling.” 1 mult obſerve likewiſe, 
that it follows, that his own Doctrine of the 
Trinity cannot be a fundamental Doctrine, | 
unleſs to ſuch as © are capable of knowing 
« it,” But what | would principally ask 
| here is, Why is it © an idle Attempt to mark 

4 oat a Catalogue of Fundamentals?“ Is it 
not a rational Queſtion, — - what is is that 
_ makes a man a Chriſtian? Call it ©  lolemn z 
: e if you plealc ; but every man hath 


: 350 cannot anſwer it, it ſhews either that ou 
don't know your ſelf what it is that makes a 5 
man a Chriſtian; ; or if you do know it, you 
don't care to {peak openly to ſo important 

a Point, T was a Queſtion, which kormer- 
ly was asked without Offence — Sirs, 


do that I may inherit eternal I. fe? And 
is it now grown an idle attempt. and ſo- 
lemn trifling to anſwer it. Do nor tell 
me, that every part of the New Teſta- 
ment is equally inſpired, and the whole 


bout Fundamentals, things neceſſary to Sal- 


believe that St. Paul left his Cloak at Troas, 


as it is that J7eſus is the Chriſt 2 Fundamen- = 
tals are things which muſt © ſuit eyery 


1 Man,“ . whatever his e and Cir- 


Wight to demand an Anſwer to it; : and " Fm 


/hat muſt 1 do to be ſaved ? What ſhall | 


* taken together is our Kule of neceſſary 
« Faith and Practice. The Enquiry is a- 


vation; and it will always be asked, whether + 
it be made by the wiſe God as neceſſary 0. 


Dl. rr 0 l 2 WY 


N 


cumſtances are: Nor is one thing fundamen. 


tal to a Man of Parts, another thing funda. 
mental to one of mean Abilities. Men indced 
may build upon theſe Foundations Wood or 
Hay, Silver or Gold; but ſtill the Foundz. 


tions mult be the ſame to all equally, 


If indeed the Enquiry be, What is necef. 
ſary to Salvation to one that is already 1 
Chhriſtian? then I grant that * Allow 
e ances muſt be made tor want of Capa. 

1 . Opportunity, and in ſuperable Pre- 
e judices. All Chriſtians have not the 
fame Talents committed to them: But then, 
why is this Author's Rule ſo much better 
than Dr. Clarke's, who had laid it down, 

that whatever is neceſſary to Salvation, is and 
Muſt be plain to every honeſt Mind. The 

| way to try the Truth of both Rules is, , 
cConſider what the Scriptures have made ne. 
ceſſary to the Salvation of Chriſtians ; v12. 

Faith in God, and Repentance from 


Works, a Reſurrection to a future Life, an 


| Expoſ, 


bad. 


. ter“ than What the Doctor had laid. 


3 


2 Judgment to come. Arc theſc things fuch 
as Men even of the loweſt Capacity Can 
miſtake? If any one ſhould add any di 


putable Points to theſe fundamental oncs, 


then Dr. Clarke contends, that they who wan! 


Capac ty cannot be bound to receive then ; 
which is exactly the ſame with what our 


Author here Jays down, notwithſtanding he 


prefers: his own Aſlertion © as fo much her 


3 
mort, nothing is neccſlary to Salvation, 8 
which we have not Abdilities to receive or 
underſland 3 and whatever we can under- 
ſand to be the Will of God, that will be. 
come our Duty to believe and practice. 


And this Dr note contends for as much as 
this Author can. N 


The Remarker next finds fault with Dr. 

| Clarke for ſaying, © Into the Form of Bap- 55 

„ tiſm, and into the Catechiſm, and into 

che Order for the Viſitation of the Sick, 

| © the Apoſtles Creed oaly bas very wiſely 

been put, as being caſy and clear, and 

| © intelligible by all, and not mixed with 5. 32s 33: f 

any Matters of doubtful Diſputation.“ e 

Ihe Cenſure paſſed upon this is — * It is 

| © 2 narrow and ee way of thin..* mw 

| © judge of the Miſdom of every thing, or _ 
any thing, only by its falling in with one's 

particular Taſte, or favourite Opinion. No 

doubt, but this Compliment upon w. hat 

las been fo. wiſely done, means no 


„more than this, that it Was wiſe to chuſe 
Creed which is ſhorteſt and leaſt explicit | 
« on the Doctrine of the Trinity. — Had 


| © our Reformers been wiſe enough to tee 
| © it, it may be doubted whether they would 
have had ſo much reſpett to this Creed : | 
| © 50 that it is Wrong to commend their 


«Wi; . 


53 


p. 93. 


0 i pure and primitive State. Th 


[ 40 ] 
| Viſdom i in it, when it might be more 
< owing to their Simplicity. 1 


* admit this Way of reaſoning. here at 
preſent ; and ſhall only apply it to our Ay. 


ee himſelf, who obſerves, “ it Was iſe 
« and excellent Advice given in one of 0. 
ee Canons 
Wo nothing from the Pulpit, as bein 
of religious Obligation to the People, 
but what ſhould 'be conſonant to the 
« Dottrine of the Old and New Teta. 

„ ment, and what the Catholic Father: 
and antient Biſhops had collected or von. | 
© cluded from thence.” See here an in. 
ſtance of a © marrow and partial way ot 
thinking, to judge of the Wiſdem ol 
©. any thing only by its falling! in with ones 
TEM particular Taſte.” Again: © It was owin: 
_ more to the Simplicity of the Reformers 
« than to their Miſdom, to pay ſo much 
1 reſpect to the Apoltles Creed.” It waia 
fault, it ſeems, in Dr. Clarke, to com- 
mend the Miſdom of thoſe w . com. 


That the Clergy ſhould 


piled our Church- Offices: And thc reſo 


our Author ſays, one would think © 0 . 
the ſake of contradicting Dr. Clarks, 3 
they were Fools or Simpletons. Be 1 0 
In page 92, when Dr. Clarke was forgo!, 
he tells us, © The Reformers here and 3. 
1 broad proceeded like WISE Men, . 


* ducing Religion as ne ar as could well 


40 We 


T9]. 
„went by Rule, and ſo knew when they 
© had done enough.“ And let me add the 
very next words after the calling the Refor- 
mers Fools or weak, and declaring wan the - 
word, wiſely, ſignitics : © However, in the p. 34. 
„ Communion- Office — the Nicene Creed 
has been WISELY inſerted 5 — and the 
« Athanaſian alſo has been as W ISELY 
4 honoured with a Place in our Liturgy. ” 
This needs no f. arther Application. = 
The Remarker's next Obſervation is, — Remark, 

© That tis no commendation of a Creed P. 347 3b. 
Pech it runs in generals only, if m_: 
| « were any Occaſion or Neceſſity for being 
more particular. — As to the Pretence a- 
ge Worry a ſhorter Creed being more caſy, - 
F clear; and intelligible, t is colour and ap- 
pearance only, The ſhorter. generally. 4; 
any Creed is, the more obſcure and am- = 
«© biguous — The Apoſtolical Creed is not 
at all clearer or leis myltcrious as to the 
things themſelycs; and as to the words 
of it, it is, becauſc ſhort, more ambigu- 


* ous and obſcure, and not ſo lily ſeen 
© into at firſt view. 5 


2 | will nor diſpure with this Author, whe „5 5 
der the Apoſtles Creed, or that longer 1 
Crecd of Athanaſius be the more obſcore FE T 


and unintelligible, but ſhall leave this Fact 
to every. Reader's Judgment. Though I 
mull | 5 that this puts me in mind of the 
1 =: Opinion 


Opinion of a very eminent Divine who died 


that Archbiſhop Tillotſon was one of the 
_ obſcureſt Writers, and Herbert Thorndike 
done of the cleareſt Writers that ever England 
bred. If Men will ſtand it out that it 
Midnight when the Sun ſhines in its Meri 
_ dian Luſtre, it is in vain to attempt to con. 


Author ſays, Ill examine more particularly 
_ « Creeds, ſays he, were at lirft chiefly con- 
& trived to be as Teſts ag gainſt Hereſies. Ihe 
cContrary to this is true ; they were 4 
neither chiefly, nor at all, 4 contrived ix 

( Teſts againſt Hereſies ; ” tho afterwards, 
as Diſputes aroſe, they were contrive' a 
Teſts againſt what were called Hereſies: 
And in the diſputatious contentious Tim: 

of the Church, when nothing but Ambit; 
on, and Power, and Honour, and Prece:icncy 
were regarded; Councils ſeemed to e 
met for no other end, but to make and it: 


the Preferments which their Enemics cc 
in Poſſeſſion of. At firſt the Creeds cn 
rained thoſe fundamental things in C la 


442-7] 


but a few Years ago, who was wont to (ay, 


fute them. However, the other things Our 


poſc Creeds; and by that Trick to 


nity, in which Men were inflrudcd in 
to Baptiſm: They were Summarics of whi at 


8 Chriſtian profeſſed, as a Chriſtian. A. 


Wards, Town, when Iniquity began t9 © 


bound, then likcwiſe Creed were conti 


0 
9 


2 
9 
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to be“ Teſts againſt Hereſies;“ and at laſt 
they were little elſe than the ſpiritual Re- 


enges of angry Partiſans; Fire- brands toſſed 
about by artful Men, as if chey were in 


| fort; till at length the Bible not containing 


the Religion of Chriſtians, was accordingly 


| diſcarded, , as being truly become uſcleſs. 85 


Ne proceeds. Creeds *“ were af 2 
cc chiefly contriv'd to be as Teſts againit He. 


| « reſies, and to guard the Eſfentials =_— 
„Faith.“ If He mcans, that at flit Creeds 
contained the Eſſentials of Faith, I readily 


admit it. But if he intends to intimate, 


| that at firſt they were contriv'd, and de- 


ſigned to ſecure the Eflentials of Faith a- ; 
eainſt what he calls Hereſies— This I think 


Xo Miſtake. The firſt Creeds were made with 
another view; they were contrived and did 


contain only the things 1 in which Chriſtians, 


as ſuch, were inſtructed. But then in after- 
| times, they were made the Means to in- 
| {rut Men in the belief, and to ſccure the 

| Profeſiion, of things ſuperadded to the Faith 

| contained in Scripture. When the Con- - 
| troverly began about the famed, d e , 
| That was put into the Creed under the pre- 
tence of guarding the Faith taught = 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles , but in reality = 
| was to introduce a Faith of Man's Inven- 

E 1515 a Faith which the Scriptures have not 
1a one Word about. To me, who ac- 


F: knowledge, 


mid. 


„ 0 


„e „ * 


r 


knowledge, and contend for the Scripture's 
being the one only Rule of Faith to Chiigl. 
ans; whoever pleads that the Owns, is 1 
guard to an Eſſential of Faith, he muſt produce 
a Paſſage ex preſs and clear for ouceoiCy, and 
produce it in the Words of Scripture, or 
elſe he will not be able to prove it an 


Article of Chriſtian Faith; much jc a. 


Effential Article: And he. that pleads for 


_ opoizri@» as. an Article of Chriſtian Faith 
muſt do the ſame. For neither ooo @> no! 

oec. are Scriptural Terms; and I cοινι 
never yet be brought to think, that fal ble 
Pen cou'd declare the Mind of God in ig Ih 
Terms, or more expreſſive Words, tin 
-"he- inſpired. Writers have. Our Aka 


goes on. 


A It wou'd not be a wilt thing” i cant 
Piet be remembred what our Author hes 
ſaid about calling any thing wiſe, but two 
Pages before, vis. It is a narrow and pa-. 
tial way of thinking to call any thin 
wiſe, only by its falling in with our favou 
rite Opinion) * wou d not be a wil 
thing, ſays he, in any Church to chu 
the ſhorter and more general Creed 
c when the antient Faith is endangered by | 
* Hereſics, and wants more explicite Pro- 4 
e. feſſions to ſecure it.“ | —. — 
— way to ſecure hs antient Faith, (i : 
f by that! 18 meant the Faith WRT JO and his 


„ 1 . | „„ Apo les 


r 


Tal 


Apoltles taught and required) is to recom- 


mend ſerioully and truly the Bible to Chri- 
lian and not the Additions of 1 know not 


whom to it. The New Teſtament contains 


the only antient Faith. But if Men want 
to. be inſtructed in refined Speculations , 


ments have been 1n power) then indeed 


any Cl Burch to chuſe the ſhorter Creeds ? 


: Reaſon aſſign'd is, . The ſhorter W 


or are deſirous to know the Hiſtory of 
ThE Vatiations of Expreſſion, or the real 
Alterations of Faith (which has in Fact been 
ee juſt as People of different Senti- 


jet him look into the more explicite „ 
ſelious, pretended to be made to ſecure 

« 644 guard the Faith, but in reality. to 
4801 zndize ſome, and to tyrannize over 
| others. But, why wou'd it not be e in 


«merally a Creed is, the more obſcure _ 


Land ambiguous.” If fo, no doubt the 


wrter the worſe. But if one may judge 


v Creeds by thoſe which are now in uſe 
RG us, 1 own, I think that juſt fo much 
as the Athanaſian exceeds the Apoſtolical 


Creed in Length and Explicitneſs, juſt to 


nuch is it more obſcure, more intricate, 


auch more hard to be underſtood. But be 


this as it will: our Author means that the 
* Apoſtles Creed contains the tame Truths, p. 

I FORE” 3 3 which the larger 
1 N Crecds 


$—_ 


bas 1 


« Creeds expreſs in more direct Terms. 
Upon which 1 cannot but obſerve, 
5% If the ſhorter Creed contains the 
Truths briefly wrapped up, which the gre: 
er Creeds expreſs more fully and explicitly, 
it can be no Crime to fit down contents 
with the ſhorter, becauſe the ſhorter con 
| tains in this Senſe the whole of the |: 
ger. If it be ſaid that a Man's Belief ous 
to be more explicit— ask, by what Au 
thority is any one required to believe ever; 
Conſequence which a ſagacious Perſon may 
deduce from any Principle. I ſuppoſc tt; 
Conſequence to be truly drawn; yet, if: 
Man is required to bclieve in God, and Hf 90 
believe in Jeſus Chriſt the Son of Go), 
will not follow that a Man is therefore ob. 
liged to believe the Son to be, e. . . 
Subſtance, opoo i» with the Father. fe in 
deed that fees that Conſequence, | may be 
_ obliged to believe it ; but another Man 
may deny it, and may refuſe aſſent to it 


. 3 it is proved that God requires ett 


to ſuch a particular whe d lle 
5 plead the ſufficiency of his 10! 
Creed, for this very Reaſon, That it ©) 


s rains the ſame Truths briefly wrapped 10 


«which the larger Creeds expreſs in oe 
direct Terms. He will have a ri! 
ſay this, even ſuppoſing the larger Creed 


rightly - to ay” the Truch; and if thc 
; 3 Jar Ct 


Ba bus. 
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|zrger Creeds do not rightly unſold it, then 
hc will have this Advantage, that he is free 
{rom the Errors contained in the Propoſ iti- 


ons of that larger Creed. 


24ly, Lis denied that the ſhort Apoſtolical i 
Creed is at all more ambiguous, or ob- 
(cure, either in Words or Things than che 


| larger. Creeds are. The largeſt and mot 
zyplicit Creed, in aſe with us, is the Arha- 
naſlan. Now the Apoſtolical Creed is clear- 


er and leſs myſterious as to the things them 
ſelves; and as to the Words, it is leſs am- 


biguous and obſcure than the Athanaſian. : 
kor the Truth of this, the Appeal muſt be 


to our common Reader's Onderſtandings ; 


and Judgments: And the way to examine 
| it is, to take any Articles of the ſhorter 
| Creed, the Firſt and Second for Inſtanve, 


J believe in God, and i in Jeſus Chriſt his 


| only Hon, and ſee if the larger Creed by 
its Exp! 'icitncſs, has made this Matter more 


clear ang - intelligible, 8 leſs mylieri. 


vs 


From the- Nature of Creeds in \ general, 


hy Author paſſes ro what Dr. Clarke has 


laid upon the Creed itſelf. The Doctor 


began with this Obſervation. The Reaſon 
| why God in the fiſt Article is tiled the 
# ather, 75 5 fo denote That he i” the 8 


al | - 


. 


« with an Error; for Father in the firſt Ar 


1 


nal Author or Giver of Life, to all the 
Intelligent Beings in the Univerſe: Aud 
this is the Senſe firſt and principally in. 
tended in this firſt Article of the Creed 


This, ſays the Remarker, © is ſetting our 


© ticle principally means Father of his on. 


= our Lord Jeſus Chriſt” > 


ip; ly Son, and has Reference Wt: 
the Reaſon of this be ask'd, it is anſwer, 


1 Cyril and Ruffinus, and Biſhop Pearſqn 
"Tos underſtood it thus. ” 


| Senſe, which Cyril and Ruffmus, and B. 
ſhop Pearſon, it ſeems, underſtood ſo well 
5 One wou'd think not, from the Pleas urs | 
by our Author for this; and from We 
„ Notice of what the Dr. has id. Bur 
eee e bs fit the Reader here ſhou'd know, 
FBrpoſſt. 
Fog | 5 P- 5 


firſt and principal thing intended by ti: 
- Word, Father, was his being the Father of 
all. Which way now muſt this Matter be a0 
juſted? The Reader muſt judge for himſaf 
The Words of the Creed are, I be lit ve in 
Cod, the Father Almighty, Maker of Ht 
Pen and Earth. Had the Words Perg, ] 
e n you the Father, it is ;Þ olive 


i 


Has Dr. Clarke then taken no N otice -of i this 


that Dr. Clarke tells us, The Word, Te. 
« ther, denotes his being in a ſingular an 
#« peculiar Manner the God and Father 


But the Crime conſiſts in faying th at tl 


| thel 


[ 49 ] 
nen the meaning of Father might have 
umediately referr'd to the Son: But as it is 
believe in God, he J. ather Almighty, 
why is Almighty join'd to Father? Why 
is this Conſtruction of the Words, if it 
docs not relate rather to his being the Fa- 
ther of all, as he is frequently in Scripturc 
itil ed, than to his being the Father of the 
Son after mentioned * Belides, if Authori- 
ty were of any weight, much more judici- 
| dus Names might be produced than R. 
is finns, who think that the Words, Father 
= 17745, were inſerted in Oppoſition to 


WW tic Gentiles, who imagined one God to 


be the God of the Sea, another of the 
e Laid, G. Now by inſcrting the Title 
7 Almight F, TAYTXPLTOE, Ruler of 41. 
ne in oppoſition to them, it muſt mean 


* ho had the ablolute Sovercignty over all. 


: VII. 


Dr. Clarke proceeds to explain the Word, 
Almighty, and obſerves that it © properly 


2 Son himſelf was ſent forth to reco- 
er and bring Men back to the Father, 
ad 8 hall again at the End, deliver up the 


0 N : cc he 5 


the Almighty Father and Ruler of all, him 5 


© implies Supreme Dominion, or abſolute 
BE br nm Sovereignty by Which 


KI ngdom to God, even the Father, and 


461 


e be ſubject himſelf unto him that put all 
things under him, that God may be 
c All in all, 1 Cor. 15. 22 28. The 


Charge againſt this is, Tis a Senie. 


. of the Creed . to the Anticnts, 
"Cc and for which there is no Proof in Sctip- 


ture: A Doctrine oppoſite to all Chriſti. 
1 and Catholick Antiquity for the firlt | 


e three hundred Years and more. 
In direct Contradiction to this 1t one 
5 can know what was the Doctrine of thoſe 


Ages, Dr. Clarke has ſpoke the Sentiments 


of the three firſt Centuries, And whicreas 
an Appeal is made by the Remarker to P 
Ws Third Defence; it is fit the Wo 


ou d know, that Dr. Clarke did are that. 


| Matter to the common Reader, bin; 
4 fully perſuaded there was nothibg ic in that 
Piece of Dr. Waterland s that was not al 
LY ready fully obviated.” See his O#/eru« 


| tions, P.:133. But, fippoling the Doctrine 


"Were: contrary. to the Doctrine of the this 
firſt Centuries, (I mean that Part ot th! 
three which does not take in the Scrip- 
tures) I wou'd know what Authority tic 
Writers of thoſe Ages have, that they mul 
determine our Aſſent. How come tic) to 
have ſuch Authority, that whatever Conka 
: quences they drew from Scripture, muſt 0 
the Belief of all ſubſequent Apes? IV. 
not e to 5 or " deſpiſe Few: be 


itt * 
£4» 
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-11ſe 1 wou'd not incur the Cenſure of our 
Author. But ſuppoſing them as great Men 


they did, only becauſe they lived when they 
gig. How come they to know, ( ſpeak of 
what is more than the Scripture ſays) 


eſlion, © in different proportion and degree, 


Article of our Faith. But then, 
| minion of the Father, expreficd here by the 


| Proof in Scripture; u will give him one 


15 you pleaſe, 'tis not a Reaſon to believe as 


How come they to know, and how came 
| we to be oblig'd to believe juſt what they 
| new? If you ay they argued right from 
| the Scriptures,—Be it ſo: Only remember, 

that © we are bound, by your own Con- 


according to the almoſt infinite variety of | 
+ \Vicn's Capacities, e, A e or out- 

_ ward Circumſtances.” Their deducti- 
bo true ſocver, are not obligatory . 

cls we ſee them: Nor is a thing's being 
„%, or © unknown to the Antients ” 
any manner of Argument to us, that it is 


p. 93. 


p . 30, 3 * A. 


"W hen he aſlerts, that the Supreme Do- : 
Word Almighty, | TEYTOPAT WE, has no 


Argument which ſeems to me concluſive, 
and which is founded upon Scripture, He 
who alone has all Power independent and 
| underived, cannot be ſaid to have an equal, 
| or one common Dominion With any one 
who has it derived and dependent. But 
che Father alone has all Power independen 


„%, © On. 


the Father never acts in ſubjection to an 


— ſubjection to Foſeph and Mary, and wal 


e Truth of this, tis nothing to the Pur 


of Supreme Sovercignty, if it be not {rom 


| 4 321 

and underived. Therefore the Father has 
not an equal, or a common Dominion with a. 
ny other who has it derived and n 
If you want ſtill further Proof, 1 a4, 
He who never acts in ſubjection to any © 
ther Perſon, and to whom cvery other Per: 
ſon always acts in ſubjection, has not g 

Dominion in common with any one, ju; 


other Perſon, and every other Perſon 4/41; 
acts in ſubjection to him; thereforc he hz; 
not a Dominion in common with any one. 
This Author muſt not Reply, “ That an! 
qual may act in ſubjection to an Equal. o 07 
even to an Jnfcrior, as our Lord acid | In 


«ed his Diſciples Feet.” For, allowing 


pole. The reaſoning for the abſolute So- 
verclanty of the Father of all, which her: 
made uſe of, is founded upon this, that a 
_ times, always, and without any one 
to the contrary, all Perſons act in Obedience 
to him. Tis impoſſible to form a Notion 


hence, that all Perſons whatſocver pay 4 
_ conſtant, perpetual ſubjection to One ad 
.-. ME that is veſted with ſuch Soverciguty we 
ver as in ſubjection to any Others. 
With this Argument, founded on Scrip 
ures as well as common. Sends,” | 2 pals U 


Lag V nal 


3 Wir et 
— ä 


1 


is what is objefted againſt the Expoſition of 


„che next Article, And in Jeſus Chzilt 
„us oni Son our Lord. 


: VIII 

a 1 think it will be neceſſary upon this 
* Head only to ſay thus much. If every Ar- 

ly gument produced by Dr. Clarke, proves 
baus to be the Son of God in ſuch a Senſe 
„„ is /ngwar, and peculiar to him, and not 
„common to any one elſe, either Ange! or 

E. Man, then that Argument will prove him 
„io be the Only Son of God. But cvery 
Argument produced by Dr. Clarke does this. 
. * no one Elle was concerved of the Hely ts, 
ng Ghoſt, in a miraculous Manner: No one. 


delle was appointed to the Office of the 
|  Meſfah: No one elſe was the firſt begot- 
ten of the dead. No one clic had all Judg- N 
ment committed. to Him. I hereſore our 

< vaviour on theſe accounts is called the Son © 
cf of God, on theſe accounts he may jultly 
91 be called the ny you of God, if Traps: 3 
is to be regarded. 

But another account is to be given af this EE 
| Title; and that is,“ That peculiar, that high, p. 8. 
Eh * that gular and divine Sonſhip, his being 
3 * begotten of the Father before the World 

0 © was.” Beit ſo; Dr. Clarke has taken 

| Notice of this too. | hut it bern in the _ 5 


* 5 9 » * 0 8 5 2 V 
— 40. *. oe 5, 1 ow wry 2 


Judgment of this Author, he has expreſſe 
it © faintly, in low and leſſening Terms 
Have the Scriptures expreſſed this Son! ſhip 
of Chriſt in higher Terms than Dr. Clarb- 
has if they have, no doubt, it will be ca. 
ſy to produce the Place. But remember a 

Place muſt be produced, where the Sonſhip 
is ſpoken of; and not a Place where thc 
word, Jon, or only Son, or only begotten, i; 
not ſo much as nam'd. The Scriptnre- 
Language is peculiarly exact in theſe Points, 
and therefore thoſe who ſpeak from them 
ought to be exact likewiſe. 


Tis not enough to produce John 1 


where the Word is call'd, Oecs, in order wi 


ſhew, that Dr. Clarke has expreſſed the Filia- 


tion © faintly and in low Terms.“ For beſides 
. Dr. Clarke has in Fact cited this very 


Place upon this very Occaſion, a Place ſhould 
have been produced, which ſpeaks of our 
Saviour as the Son, or Only Son of God 
and this ſhould appear to be ſpoken in rela. 
tion to © that high, that ſingular, that pe. 
te culiar Sonſhip, which our Author nen- 
tions. If ſuch a Place can be produced, 
Which Dr. Clarke has omitted, then indeed 


this Author wou'd have ſome Pretence for 


Complaint. But if he can produce none, 


then it is ridiculous to complain that the 
1: | Expoſition has expreſſed this Matter“ faint- 


_ « Jy, in low and leſſening Terms,“ when it | 
„ 2 . of 7 „ „ Has 


„ nw 5 
3 n N „ #3 4-4 4 © + - Ie A A - er + Ts by * * 


has expreſſed it in as high Terms as ever 


the Scriptures made uſe of upon chis Oc- 


caſion. 


I paſs by what the Expoſition, and like- 


wiſe what the Remarker ſays about the Rea- 


on of the Name given to our Saviour, vr. 


te Logos or Mord, becauſe | think this Au- 
| thor needs no Anſwer. L ſhall likewiſe but juſt 
mention the Title Lord, which denotes, 


as the Expoſition lays, the Right 1 
nion over us, by Virtue of his having re. 


deemed and purchaſed us with his pms. 


| For this the Expoſition * Heb. 1. 
þ 25 28.18. . 1.17. 21. 1 Cor. 15. 


Phil. 2. 9, 10, 11. Luke 1. 33. Rev. 


7 16, The true Anſwer to this wou'd have Wh 


been, to have produced ſome Texts of 
Scripture which have imputed bis Right of 


| Dominion to ſomething elle, befi des his 
| having redeemed us with his Blood. Inſtead = 
| of this, this Author produces Texts which 

| {cw that our Lord made all things; which is 

| quite a different thing: and then he truſts 
to Conſequences, which he knows are de- 


nied by thoſe againſt whom he argues: Af. 


ten this fallow the Authorities of Ruſfinus 
| and Cyril, and Biſhop Bull ; as if what they 
| lay were deciſive, againſt the clear and nu- 


merous Texts of Scripture. Every one that 


| as any acquaintance with the Scripture 
| Way be truſted with ſuch een. ; 


* But _ 


p. 51. 


19} 


60 But it ſtands to Senſe,“ ſays the 


marker, © that Lord in this Place ſpoken en | 


c of as Prior to the Incarnation, [how's |; 


N underſtood of what was anteceden: 0 
e bs the Creed ſpeaks of, or cvc 
mentions 7wo forts of Dominion, onc be, 


WA 


fore, the other after the Incarnation. Whete. 


as in this Place alone it ſtiles our 8 


Lord; and this alone comprehends his Hu 


Dominion, be it What it will. Ruff 
may ſay otherwiſe, or may treat of the 


Ctrced in what Manner he pleaſes; by this 
Authority is not ſufficient to make a 1 


led Caſe, ora fixed and ſettled Method 


of interpreting the Creed, which wut bind 


every one that writes after him again. Wh 
Scripture, and common Senſe. „ 


AY 


a to 1 . abet the Fol 


- Ghoſt. the Remarker has taken Pain 1s. bo 


prove againſt ſome body, that the Hoh 
Ghoſt is no Creature. He does no: i, 


He dares not ſay, that Dr. Clarke has call 


the Holy Ghoſt a Creature ; ; but he dravs | 


this Con ſequence — Indeed no 1 
« now make any doubt of his (Dr Clark Hes 


8 making both Son and Holy Ghoſt | 
En -: : the Dr. ſaid ſo? No. Put 


25 no Body can make any doubt of 


Wh. 


p41 
W by 2. Behold a Reaſon! — © ſince he 
bas plainly excluded, or however drop- 
bed the Worſhip of both.” Was there 
ver ſuch a Sentence dropp'd from heated 


cal, or Envy, or Calumny before? He 
has PLAINLY excluded. — The Remarker | 


| knew of no Place where the Dr. had done 


ſo, either plainiy or not. He was con- 
| (cious of the injuſtice of "OY an Imputati- 
on; and that which ſhews his Conſciouſ- 
nels is, he adds, or cc however dropped the 
10 Worſhip of both, . e. He has plainly 


cluded plainly or not plainly, yet he has | 
| Cain nothing about the Matter; and then the 


made the Holy Ghoſt a Creature. And now 

| the Man of Straw is to be beat, the Texts 
are to be canvaſſed, and this is called Re- 
marks upon the Expoſition. He might as 
properiy have calld this, Remarks up; N 
Lol ſon's Rule of Faith, or any other 
Book , fince he allows Dr. Clarke yas 

nothing about this Wholc Affair. 1 


The next Charge 18, not upon what is 


| upon the firſt Commandment. Dr, Clarke 
had aid, that the firſt Commandment ſup- 


R ET HO. T 


| excl 'uded, or however, if he has not ex- - 


Conequence is drawn, that Dr. Clarke has 


not laid, but upon What the Doctor Has ſaid 5 


5 58 3 
poſed that there ig but one God, one (ter 
nal, omnipreſent, ſelf-ſufficient Being, who 

in the New Teſtament is ſet forth to us 
under his fill more particular Chara(er 
that he is the God and Father of gu Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt. The Remarker in Oppoſition 
| fays, “ That the Father only, exclulive ct 
c all other Perſons, is the one God,; 
« known by the Light of Scriptures to bg 
« falſe: and is by all the antient Churcie 
«accounted on 
Had this Author read 4s carefully the New 
Teſtament as he ſeems to have read the 2. 
tient Chriſtian Writers, he would have {ce 
that the New Teſtament, in above Thre: 
Hundred Places collected by Dr. C/:rk 
calls the Father alone, abſolutely and bj 
Way of Eminence, God. It is th: refore 1 
_ groſs Impoſition upon the Reader 10 (, 
TY That by the Light of Scripture it 15 kno: 
t be falſe that the Father is the One God 
Nay further; this is ſo far from being {+ 
reſy during the three firſt Ages, that tho 
who plead for the Scripture-DoErin of tht 
Trinity, are ready and willing to be deter 
mined by thoſe Writers. Not that the) 
arc obliged to ſtand by them, more than bj 
any other fallible Authorities but theic Men 
in fact generally did ſpeak the Senſe of Scip 


ture en this Subject. e indeed, ll 
1 85 | 223 „„ e grey 


„ 1 
ere faſhionable to call the Scripture-Doc- 
trinc Hereſy: but. then it muſt be remem- 
„ bred, that this was in Times, when it was 
„geemed fit and right to try to make a Creed 


„ :pproach as nigh : as poſlible to Contradiction 


or WW without falling into it; when they dared to 


05 n En kind of motly Religion, part 
Ml < Pagan, and part Chriſtian, inſtead of the 


Ml « ncligion of Chriſt; ” when they dard 
neo P. <cecd beyond and © above what is 


from it;“ and no wonder if (uch © vain 
| Wiſdom proves no better than an Illuſion 


Td Bf " 0 =” 

T1 i „ 

ym Ou WE 8 

e 
„ The next | Objeaion is, That Dr. Clarke . 
charges them that ſtile the bleſſed Virgin 

Goo. the Mother of God, with being guilty of 
1M © Þ profane Ambiguity.” This it ſeems 
hoe reflects unhandſomly upon all the Churches 
ite of Chriſt.” As if truly, were all the 
ter: Churches of Chriſt guilty of ſuch an Ab- _ 
cher MR ſurdity, they ought not to be reflected upon. 
he Mother ot God! What? the Great, 
Wen tac Infinite, the Omnipreſent, the Eternal 
uod, born! born of a Woman! born 1700 
ech if Years ago! What can make an honeſt. 


| © written, or what is evidently deduced 


or an Infatuation to every Man that truſts | 


wid. 


reh kreten Ears tingle, if ſuch \profanen'ſs will 


1 


ny in the Name of the Father, and of the 


«whom God inſpired the Prophets, unde 


|[ 60] 
not! And this truly to be covered over with 
three or four Paſlages out of the Father, 1 
which makes it not a bit the leſs profane. 
but are only inſtances how much a bling 
Submiſſion to their Authority may mill», 
unthinking Men. If you ſoften, 7, % 
terpret away the word God, you only ſe 
the Ambiguity complained of: And il 1G 
plead for Gods being born, tis e 
and ſuch a Blaſphemy, as no honeſt Del, 
much leſs a Chriſtian can ever bear. An; 
thus I paſs to what is ſaid 1 85 the Ty 
| Sacraments, 


XII. 
"As ro the form of Baptiſm, it is admin 


Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, The "py 
tion ſays, that the meaning of theſe wo: 
is, © By this Form we make ſolemn Proj 
<« ſion of our Belicf in the One God 21. 
Father of all, who is above all, Eph. ir. « 
of our Belief in the One Lord [cus 
08: Chriſt, who is the Redeemer, The Sts 
Fe. vigur, and the Judge of all; and of oi 
Bei..t in the One Holy Spirit of God, by 


a 


0 


A * : 


=o 


1 


e 


og 


* 


f the Old Teſtament, and the Apoll CS Un. 
e der the New. By this Form we are bop. 
= b tixed i imo the Cos cnant of Reconcilis 
: 1104 


E 


tion with God the Almighty Father, and 


„Maker of all things: We are baptized in- 
le. to the Death of Chriſt, in whom wc have 

\\M © cdemption through his Blood, even the 
MM © Forgivencis of Sins: We © are bapcized 


MM © with the waſhing of Regeneration, and 
vm © rcncewing of the Holy Ghoft, which God 
_ « our Saviour, as St. Paul expreſſes it, hath 
head on us abundantly through Jeſus Chriſt | 
© our Saviour — By this Form we dedicate 

« our ſelves ſolemnly to the Service and 

« bags of God our Father who created 
aus: To the Obedicnce and Imitation of 

5 Chriſt the Son of God who redeemed us; 
| © and to the Direction and Guidance of the 
7, ou! Spirit which ſanctifies us. Thus 
far the Expoſition, p. 293. The Remarker 
objects, © Since he owns. Baptiſm to be de- Remark, 
In dicating our ſelves to the Service and p 7. 
12 of One of the Perſons, why ſo 
„ partial as not to admit the ſame Mean- 
ing and Significancy of the ſame Rite in 
Hog « relpe& of the other Two Perſons joined 
© with him ?” I anſwer, That the New 
LA] eſtament having declared the End and De- 
ſign of Baptiſm ; ; and not having declared 
any deſign by this Form to expreſs a pro- 
An Cocquality of the Perſons; nor ſuch a 
thing following neceflarily from the words, 
| or the poſition of them: therefore the Ex- 
8 poſiror (not being wiſe aboyc what is writ- 


ten) 


[ 62 ] 
ten) would not declare a Uſe of the Tor 
which the New Teſtament knows not! in, 
of, me 9 
| the 2 raiſes a ee, ede 
be properer to ſtile the antient apt l 
_ Creeds Paraphraſes upon the Form ot Hag. 
tiſm, or Supplements to it? Dr. Clarke ned 
the former Expreſſion; the Remarker 9 
upon the latter. The Fact is, Perſons were on 
ginally baptized in the Name of the Fate 


and of the Son, and of the Holy Obel. 8 
Tphoſe who inſtructed them in Chriſtianity, 


inſtructed them in the meaning of the Father 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt; and all the old 
| Creeds that we know of, are very little | 
elſe but Paraphraſes on this Form. Nu 
what is very remarkable, the ſame Crecd s 
never twice repeated in the ſame words by 
any of the firſt Fathers; which ſhews 2 
they did not confine themſelves to the 


Words in their Creeds. The Perſon . 


1 Was indeed to profeſs his belief of what e 
had been inſtructed in. What that , 
take from Irencus, and judge whether 1! 


be any thing bur a Paraphraſe on the bag 
-" tiimal Form. His larger Creed contains, 
Paaith in one God, the Father Almiglit) Vi ho 
„ lade Heaven and Earth, and the Scas, 


aud all things in them; and in on: Tei 


> hrift, the Son of God, who was 


4s. D carnate for our Salvation? : and in thc 


0 WHOS 1 


* 


kd 


on. 
* 
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Holy Ghoſt, who preached by the Pro- 
phets the Diſpenſations of God, and the 

Comings, L viz. of Chriſt, ] and his Birth 
from a Virgin, and his Paſſion, and Reſur- 


rection from the Dead, and the Aſſump- 


tion in the Fleſh of the beloved Jelus 
Chriſt our Lord into Heaven, and his Ad- 

rent from the Heavens in the Glory of 
the Father to reſtore all things, and to 
raiſe all fleſh of all Mankind; ; that to 
Chriſt Jeſus our Lord, and God, and Sa- 
viour, and King, according to the good _ 
ill of the inviſible Father, every Knee 
ſhould bow of things in Heaven, and 
things on Earth, and things under —_ 
Earth, and every Tongue ſhould confeſs to 
him ; and he will do righteous Judgment _ 
| © toall; and he will ſend ſpiritual Wick- 
« edne(s, and the Angels that tranſgreſſed, 
and that were in Apoſtacy, and the impi- 
« ous and unjuſt, and wicked and blaC 
phemous Men, into ev crlaſting Fire; but 
| © he will give Incorruptibility to the Juſt 
and Holy, and to thoſe that keep his Com- 
mandments, and continue in his Love; _ 
as well to thoſe who from the beginning 2 
were fo, as to thoſe who repent, and he ; 
* will obtain for them eternal Glory.” 5 
There is another Creed in other wards 1 
Trengus 5 and there are Three in Tertul- 
Hans and all ot them are rape Para- 


- ee » 


404000 2468 


= 2 winds MAN > e 2 * co 2 * 4 * n law. 


[ 64 


Phraſes of the baptiſmal Form. But if the 


Nen choſes to ſay they are JSypy/-. 


ments to it, i. e. that new Articles are ad- 


ded, he muſt allow at leaſt of his own 
| Diſtinäion, and give me leave to lay, that 
thoſe new Articles arc implicitly contained 
in the baptiſmal Form, or arc i Wrapped 
up in it; and then the Difference \ W il be 
by only verbal. 550 


KIll. 
1 proceed in the laſt NI to the Objec 


tions againſt what is ſaid upon the other $4 
crament. The Remarker begins with ob. 
jecting againſt the Expoſit ion for what it 
has ſaid about the Expiation made by 
hn. 7 voluntary offering of inf, 
ſays Dr. Clarke, was acceptable to Col 
and e cacions to procure pardon | to Pent- 
73- rents. © Now ſuppoſing Chriſt,” (ys the 
Remarker, to bea Creature only, it is | 
not conceiveable how he could have (uch | 


a Degree of Mcrit —as to purcha e Pr N 


don tor a whole World of Sinners.“ 


This Author ſurely conceives God to be 


aʒ⸗an implacable angry Being; one moy ed by 


Paſſion and Wrath, Which nothing co" 


peaſe but the Death of his Son; one who | * 


no Bowels of Mercy and Compaſſion towad- 
5 very frail and W cak Generation of Crer 


tut 158 
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tutes, whom ne placed in the midſt of ſtrong 
Temptations, and has planted in them ſtrong 
Paſlions and Appetites; an incenſed er 
cilels Being, out of whoſe Hands we were 
relcued as it were by the Interpoſition of 
Chriſt. 1s this conſiſtent with the Notions of 
A 2 good and merciful Being, good and merci- 
ſal as neceſlarily as juſt e God is good, and 
\hewed his Goodneſs in ſending 72 Fon 
into the World, that whoſoever belie 1 70 
on him might have everlaſting Life. To 
entertain any other Notions of him, is not 


JI...” — 


but it is thinking of him as an Enemy to 
his Creatures, as ; reſolving their Perdition, 


would not have talked of Chrilt's offerin 
Dimſelf as 4 Satisfaction to divine Aull ict. 
He could not have raiſed a Difpute, whe- 
ther Chriſt as @ Creature only could have 
1c a Degree of Merit, as thereby to pur- 


only injurious, and contrary ro Scripture, 


chai Pardon 70 4 <hole IVorld of Sinners. 
The Scripture no where ſpeaks of Satisfac- 
on made to divine Juſtice by our Saviour: 
And the artificial words of Men ought al- 
ways (if they muſt be uſed ) to be parti- 
h dclned, | I ry Merit, eg. here „ 


ti!) his Rage had been appcaſed by the De =: 
of his Son. Had the Remarker ſpoke in e 
Scripture-Language, or had he treated of 
Inge which He can know nothing of but 
from the Scripture, as he ſhould d do, he 


BED, 1 


in 


but others, it ſcems, have thought ot mor. 


is there any mention made of the oh, 
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meant the Capes or the voluntary C 
bedience to what God has promiſed a He. 
ward, the word may juſtly be uſed in thi; 
Senſe. But if by that Term is mean 
ſuch an uſeful Act as lays an Obligation 
upon any one in point of Juſtice to rem 
it, twill be hard to prove from Scripture | 
ſuch a Notion of Merit. It would bc well, 
would Divines content themſelves vin 
What the Scriptures ſay, and not draw in 
- einary Conſequences, and then abuſe ache 
tor not ſeeing what they pretend is clear. 
From an unſcriptural Account of the ' 
tisfattion and Merit of our Saviour, th 
Author procceds to a Debate about the 
Lord's-Supper being called a Sacrifco, ant 
- unbloody Sacrifice, by antient Chriſtin 
Writers, He readily allows, that Dr. Cat 
has given one true reaſon of theſe Name 


Dr. Clarke did not fay that the Reaſon by 
him afligned was the only one; and |! i 
uſeleſs, unleſs it be to miſguide People, 

and to lead them into Labyrinths, to trot 
ble them with hard Names of hard Thins 

when the Scriptures are ſilent of ben 

Names and Things. For where in Scripte 


f the Bread and Wine made in the Li 
Supper? Where is it ſaid to be a Nr ri 


tation 70 God of? the 1 of 
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4c 0: the Croſs ? Theſe are Notions indeed 


of ſome learned Men; uſeleſs to thoſe for 


whom the Expoſition was intended; they 
arc not in Scripture at all, unleſs you'll ſay 


gain, we mult recur to Notions wrapped 
, and which want to be more explicitly 


uafolded,; 1. e. tothe Art of making every 
thing out of any thing, and putting off 


our own Hy potheſes for ſacred Truths. 


1 will not enter into the Debate about the 


meaning of the Sixth Chapter of St. John, 


becauſe 1 [| know there is no End of ſuch Dil- 
putes. Let the judicious Reader judge whe- 


ther Dr. Clarke, or the Remarker, has beſt 


aſſigned the meaning of that Chapter. 
| own I cannot but think that the Expoſition 


has given us its true meaning, when it 


ſavs, that by © eating his fleſh, and drink- x 
ing his blood, our Lord meant imbibing, 


« digeſting and practiſing his Dottrine.” 


P- 31h». 


Whether theſe words have relation to the - 


Satisfaction of Chriſt, ” as the Remarker 
thinks, 1 leave toevery indifferent Perſon to 


judge. But 1 muſt not paſs over ſlightly _ 
what the Remarket has ſaid about the Be- 


crament of the Lord 8 4 


nefits which Chriſtians receive from the Sa- 


p. 84, 35. : 
« Virtues fall ſhort ; they relieve where the 
other cannot; they finiſh what the other 

but begins, our Juſtification and Salyat 


« which Moral Virtue alone can ne. er do. 
« There is a Remiſſion of Sins by it con. 
e veyed and ſealed.” There is“ a ſalutary 
"5 0 lite-giving Virtue annex d to the Sac 
« ment.” The Sacraments are adit: 


therefore L ſhall cite more to the ſan 
Purpoſe. Dr. Clarke had ſaid, That the 
5 | Sacraments have the Nature of Me 15 10 
an End, and therefore they are nov (0 
compared with Moral Virtue, in Oppol 
tion to this, the Remarker ſays, © Mor 
* Virtucs are rather to be conſider: ed 2: a] 
Means to an End, becauſe the) 5 
| "Me: vious Qu al lifications for the Sacraments, 
and have no proper Efficacy row ads ord) 
„ Salvation, till they are tor! 
1 


8 a Performances. By Moral Virtues e _— 


© i as WE 4} ——— x — 2 dtied ꝶ½b -:. —— „% „ „ee {1 
— 


XIV. 


The Uſes of worthy receiving are by thi 
Author ſaid to be, * an uniting us to Chis 


« nal Improvements upon virtuous Prad. 
< ces, and are of nearer, and more imine. 
diatc Efficacy for the uniting us to God 
« and Chriſt. They ſupply where Mori 


« on.” I would not willingly miſtake, and 


and render'd acceptable by thele l N 


# 2 . 
2 40 Here 


3 


—— — — Dua 
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never ordinarily come to Chriſt, nor at 
„Heaven, nor to the Preſence of God: 
But by the help of the Sacraments, ſuper- 
his ee; 1 to crown and finiſh the other, we 
L 


, © may arrive at Chriſtian Perfection.“ And 
o "WM again, „ Moral Virtue is but the Hand- p.! 
„ © waid leading to the Door of Salvation, 
WM < which the Uſe of the Sacraments at i 
length opens, and lets us in. e ee 

tin: To thisI anſwer in general, 1 ft, That not 
dae Word of all this Doctrine is contain d 

nein the Scripture. Where is it ſaid that the 
C00 Sacrament of the Lord's Supper © unites us 


WM © 7 Chriſt? Where is it ſaid, That a 
he BR /alutary li . giving Virtue is annexed. 1 


ther WM this Sacrament > Or, where are the Sacra- 
ments, or either of them call'd, or repre. 
a ented as © additional Improvements upon 


WW © virtuous Practices. V here are we to find _ 
„a Place which proves, that the Sacraments * 
1 10088 will ſupply where Moral Virtue falls ſhorte 
% Or that © They finiſh what the other be- 


a eins only.” Did our Saviour or his Ar ; 

\\ora1 poſtles ever treat Virtue in this manner? 
„Did they ever in any one Inſtance declare, 
e that © Moral Virtues have no proper 1 


„ < tficacy towards procuring Salvation,” and 
that they © cou d only lead to the Door of 
01 © Salvation, which the uſe of the Sacra- 

e000 © ments 5 mult open aud let us in? 5 


So » 


= OT. Ut ML a one 82 — —— — — 


bol Chriſt; ſince theſe muſt always be under 
ſtood with proper Limitations : Nor won“ 
they anſwer the deſign of this Author, «. | 
ven were they clearer than they are; fing 
the Sacraments never are declared g be 
de Supplements | where Moral Virtues c. 
* ſhort;” or to be deſigned to be © pertec. 
« tive of them.” The Expoſitor plead; 
for a Compliance with the Command o 
our Lord. And this he does like one who | 
made the Scriptures the Rule of Truth He | 
| conſidered the Ends of the Sacraments, and 
urged the Obligation from the Ends men- 
„ tioned in Scripture, But then He could 
„ 
FM Uſe or Benefit without this Sacrament 
| of the Lord's-Supper } as our Remark 
| fays, unleſs he had gone beyond the Rule 
= Scripture, which never ſays ſo, or th: 
Rule of the Catechiſm, which | intirnates © 
ſuch thing. Again. 


p. 18 3 


: . by theſe Chriſtian Performances ; He 
means that Moral Virtue in a Chriſtian fi 7. 
Nifies nothing towards procuring Salyaii! 
: without the Sacrament of the Tord oup- 


which contain ſome general Declaration; 3. 


have no Efficacy towards procuring Sa. 


[ 50 ] 


2. It is not ſufficient to cite a Text or two, 


bout either Baptiſm, or the cating of the Plc 


not ſay that © Moral Virtues can be of no 


When it is ald, that 7” 1 Virus 


vation, till they are rendered acc: eptabc 


pet, 


17 
per. Now it is an univerſal Rule of 


Reaſon, as well as Revelation, that God 
will have Mercy rather than Sacrifice. 


is that then of no Uſe, or Benefit, or 
Efficacy, without poſitive Inſtitutions, which 


whep compared to poſitive Inſtitutions, 


— 


theſe are treated as mere Nothings, as 


things not required at all? Sec how the Pro- 


phets have treated the whole Moſaic A 


penſation, when compared with doing 
Jt, aud loving mercy, and walking hum- 


y with God. The Principles laid down 
the Prophets of old, and confirmed by 
our Saviour himſelf in his Approbation of 
the Maxim, I will have Mercy and not 


Sacrifice, are directly contradictory to thoſe 
which the Remarker inſiſts on. He tells us, 


there may be greater Excellency, and more 
real Virtue in obey ing ſoſttiue Precepts 
| © thanin any Moral Virtuc.” The Prophets 
on the contrary tell us — Tt o what purpoſe? 8 


the Multitude of pour Sacrifices unto me 2— 


delight not in the blood of Brllocks-—Ihen : 
Je come to appear before me, who herh re- - 
quired this at vour Hands to tread my. 


Courts? &c. How caly would it have been 


to have replied to Tſaiah, or to our Savi- 


our, upon this Author's Principle, That 


Obedience to a poſitive Inſtitution © is at 
once an Exerciſe of Obedience to the Law, 


Remark, 
Pe: 86. 


1 and of Faith, of Worſhip, aud of „ . 
e te e bee, 


tive Inſtitutions of the Law, He adds Moral 


Adions, 20 Viſit the fatherleſs and cu 


— 


: — Z : . Lt eb Ke * 26 ans Os - 
i 1 


Co tance :” That therefore; «© Obedience to 
„ poſitive Inſtitutions is a higher Act oe 
„ Love of God than any Moral Virtue.“ 
The Prophet certainly thought and ated 
upon a different Principle, when having 
_ treated as it were with gens; af the poll; 


Virtues as the things which would render | 
them acceptable to God — Waſh ye, make ye 
clean, put away the evil of hour ore 

from before mine eyes, ceaſe 10 do evil, learn 

| 70 do well, ſee judgment, relieve the 
preſſed, judge the Peter plead for the | 

_ widow, Ilaiah i. 16, When St. Janes 

in like manner tells Ws herein pure Nel 

gion and undefiled before God and the Th 


Ther. conſiſts — He puts it upon Myra! 


in their aſſliftions, and to keep himſelf un 
| ſpotted from the world, Chap. i. 27. Hue 
Moral Virtues then © an Efficacy toward“ 
__ < procuring. Salvation,” without then 
being made acceptable by the Sacram 
I. anſwer, Yes. They are in theme TR ES de. 
ceptable to God; and a holy, poo. and 
Juſt being cannot but e the Man that 


to 60 N 17 8 accep table, nor can 7 
7 thing make them more N than, the) 

are. They are already Perfection n; the . 
aft Imitation of God aimſelt; ande thercſote 
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wic bo e improve” hon. Aal that which 5 
be wes the Efficacy of Moral Virtue beyond 


diſpute, is what St. Pau! ſay Rom. ii, 25,26, 


Circumciſion verily proſiteth, if thou keep 
the Law; but if thou be a breaker of the 
Law, thy Circumcifion is made Untircum- = 


ion. Therefore if the Uncircumciſion 


keep ht righteouſneſs of the Law, ſhall 
| mot his Daene ron be counted for Cir- 


cumciſion. © Poſitive Inſtitutions profit , 


« if thou 45 the Law: they arc good 


« means to make Men virtuous, and con- 


= {cquently are profitable : but if Men arc 


not morally good, poſitive Inſtitutions 
ſignify nothing. Therefore if they who 


never had the Benefit of any poſitive In- 


« ſtirutions are virtuous, or keep the 


| © Righteouſneſs of the Law, ſhall not 

© their want of theſe Inſtitutions be count- 
ed to them as if they had them?” Which 
way js this reaſoning of St. Paul to be 


made conſiſtent with what our Author 
el us, that © by Moral Virtues we ſhall 
never ordinarily come to Chriſt, nor at 


* Heaven, nor to the Preſence o God?” - 


Or that theſe poſitive Inſtitutions © ſupply 
e Moral Weder fall or?“ But, 


"T1 


z. As there are poſitive Inſtitutions ap. 
pointed by our Saviour, theſe are ſo far from | 
being © perfective of Virtue,” that they are 
nothing but certain Means to that 7. 4 

Means to Virtue, and not on the contrary 
Virtue a Means to them. Whats 70 
 tiſm, but only the dying to Chrift, and 
Reſurrection to a new Life, in a Figur 
And, does not St. Peter treat it as dc 
low thing in itſelf, when he ſays, he Bay. 
 tiſm that ſaves, is not the putting away !); 
filth of the Fleſh, but the Anſwer of a good 
Conſcience towards God, i. e. the ling 
after the dictates of Moral Virtue is tha 
which ſaves us, 1 of Vs YR 
; Ln to the Sacrament of the Lord's Sup. 
there are but two Ends mentioned ot | 


"Fi in the New Teſtament ; the one, 10 2 7 


1 remembrance of Chriſt: The oihc: | 
„ .18. 2 ſymbol of Love and Fricud( ip 


with one another. The Nature of the thing 


make Men grow habitual in Morality ; bu 


then in both Caſes ſhews, that this Sacrs 
ment is a Means to Virtue among the Dil 
__ cCiplesof Chriſt, and not an of Improvement 

« upon Virtue;” it is a wiſe Mcans t 


not of © nearcr. and more immediate Ell 
Dh, _y than Virtue to Unite us o Cod. 
add, i | 


lrg 
thing 
Sacta- 
> Dif 
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ny 10 
e 
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2 Ell 
LY 


—_— therefore very juſtly (aid, 


N 
9 


* beget and promote them in us. 


| Vol. ö 
If therefore Moral Vue 18 approved . 
its 03 account, and the inſtrumental Parts 
of Religion, only in order to this, it muſt 
be abſurd to call poſitive. Precepts Chr. 
2 | , 8 20 1 ſtian : 


That nothing can Bee a more proper 
and immediate Efficacy, to make us accep- 
table to God, than Moral Virtue. For what. 
is it can make a reaſonable Creature accep- 
table to God, but the imitation of God ; 
the acting reaſonably, and ſuitably to thoſe 
Powers which we have? And, what is all 


Religion, but the doing what is fit and 
right for reaſonable Creatures to do, from 


a Senſe of the Being of God? Archbiſhop as 
cc The LY 
* ritual and inſtrumental Parts of Religion, 


and all Laws and Dutics concerning 
« « them, are of Jeſs Value and Eſteem with 


« God than thoſe that are of a Moral Na- 


© ture—Andif we conſider the Matter well, 


we ſhall ſee the Reaſon to be very plain; 


« becauſe Natural and Moral Dutics are 
approved of God fer themſelves, and tor 


A 
LE 


their own. ſake, upon account of their 


«© own natural and intrinſical Goodneſs; 


but the ritual and inſirumental Parts of 
Religion are only pleaſing to Cod in 
order to theſe, and ſo far as they tend to 
Serm. 


K 


— — - E f 
4 


« (tian Perfection, or to give the Preſe: 


rence to Theſe before That. 
When this Author began to ſpeak. abour 


_ Benefits of worthy recerving the $1. 


_ crament of the Lord's-Supper, and had aid, | 
that“ jr goes far beyond Virtue, uniting » 


"2.7. 90 Chriſt, Which Moral Virtue alone coy q 


never do, which, as 1 have alrcady ob- 


| ſerved, is no Scriptural Doctrine concerning 


the Lord's. Supper, He Wn 

el uwiſh the Author (Dr. Clarke) had 
a ſpoken a little more plainly of the dun 
« Graces going along with the worthy Ne. 


© ception of the Holy Communion.” What 


15 ir he would have had more than the Ex. 


5 poſt tion has ſaid, unleſs he would have 4 
the Doctor talk enthuſiallically 3 ? The worthy 


Receiver can receive no Benefits but what 
muſt be of a religions Nature He encrca's 
his Faith, his Hope, his Charity, and ſiren) 

. ens himſcif in them by N * 
upon his Mind the Motives to them. What 
particular Graces the Scriptures have pr9- 
miſed to the Sacrament'ot the Lord's Sub 
per, it would be worth our Author's Pain: 


Aaittinctly to acquaint the World with. What 


5 Ipid. 


are the Graces which deſcend, or which A 
- promiſed to worthy Communicants : |fh; 
Jays, that „ a real Remiſſion of Sins | 


N conveyed: and * to the worthy 5 


e cel, (l. 


Mok FO 


ur pon this particular Occaſion, than upon 
„Act of Obedience to Chriſt's Moral 
i, Laws: Or in particular, how the Promiſe 

'. Wl cf it appears more to worthy receiving, than 

ud Wl i docs to forgiving our Brother his treſpaſ- 

»b. Hoe ſeems to me, I own, to lpeak as if 
ing this Sacrament were annexed certain par- 


nes natural, ordinary and intelligible 
Ne. manner, but in a myſterious, unintelli- 
hat 


Ex. 


reel ſilent. 


had He adds, « that Moral Vittaes'; can 1 5 ol 
thy S 10. uſe or Benefit without this Sacrament, 
what Ml © nor in any Degree equivalents for the want 


3 


Ca es 


«© ceiver;” it will be asked, How this Con- 
ei auc and Seal appears to be promiſed more 


ticular Effects, which were produced not as 
hal WW :cljgious and moral Effects are produced, 


« of it. Dr. Clarke had ſaid, That zhis p. 


ible way, of which che e are en. 


bath. d all other poſitive Inſtitutions have the 
eng Neue ory of means to an end; and that 
vat Wh (ber ore they are never to be compared 
pro- Wi Moral Virtues, nor tan they be of © 
up- ae or benefit without them, nor can be 
Pains in any degree * for the Want o 
Wha Whew. 
ch att Politive lnſtitutions can dblige” us en in 
If he ictue of a divine Command : nor is it 


Sins 5 


U 


* 
elveh 


poſlible chat hoy can contain « a falutary 


JZ Lie. 


| ward be proportionable to the Ditticulty 


- thor ſays, © That Moral Virtues can bed 
: of the Thing is on the other Side of he 


admit that God has required Obedience to 


[78:5] 


“ Life- giving Virtue; ” more than Mo: rality 
docs, unlels this Virtue is ſpecially annexcq 
to them. Morality is as much a dine 
Command as any poſitive Inſtitution can 
be. The Law of Nature is the Law of God 
as much as any poſitive Law is or Can 80 
and there is required as ſtrict Obedience 
it, as to any other Law of God hacer 
It is a Harder Law to obey, than the poi ty 
Law of the Sacraments is; and if the Re. 


the Obedience required, as is reaſonably 
be expected, then the Life-giving Y;r's: i; 
much more certainly annexed to an Ob. 
ence which is contrary to all our Affe. 

tions and Inclinations, and which muſt con 
quer Ten Thouſand Temptations, than it i 
to ſuch external Acts as require no dine 
or trouble at all. When therefore our Ay: 


* no uſe or benefit without this Sacra: 
wiz. of the Lord s- Supper, ſince the Rez 


Queſtion, 1 muſt call upon him for a ve) 
= expreſs and clear Proof of this Aflertion. | 


the poſitive Inſtitution of the Sacramen!, # 
Well as to the Law of Nature: But then that 
50 the poſitive e inſtitution 1 is deſigned as a * Ju 


I « BY 1-917 
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Red 
ine 
} 
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0d, 
be: 


Cs; 


whatever. 


WB: Y 
« plement” to the other, or as an * Im- 
provement upon Morality, is no where 
71 that I know of, by our Saviour, or by 


his Apoliles. 1 doubt the © Comment of 
« Antiquity ' muſt here be brought in for 


aid to a Doctrine that the Scriptures are not 
only filent upon, but teach us the direct 


:cverſc of, when they bid us in order to Sal- 


vation, keep the Commandments. 


« But,” ſays he, © if there muſt. | bes 41 


„Diſtinction made, then let onc be called 

Moral Virtue, and the other Chriſtian 
40 Perfection, and let any Man judge which 
« ſhould have the Prefcrence. As if the 


p. 87: 


giving 4 Name would alter the Thing, and 


make it different from what it is in itſelf! 


What if 1 were to ſay, let Obedience to the e 


Command which cnjoins the Sacraments be 
called Chriſtian Obedience, and let the Obe- 
| dience which is paid to Morality in Con- 


ſequence of our Saviour's Commands, be 


| called & Chriſtian Perfection, and let any 
one judge which ſhould have the Preſe- 


rence.” Is this an Argument which our 
Author would ſubmit to? And yet, if the 
Rule of Truth be to determine this Point, 


Obedience to Moral Virtues has a much 


better Claim to the Title of Perfection, - 


than Obedience to any poſtive Inffirutions . 


Ibid. 
4 tive Inſtitutions is an Exerciſe of Love, 


. * orrar” Commandment) and it is ſome. 
times the nobleſt and beſt cxercife of j, 
e ſhewing the greater Affection and prong 

. ter Reſig gnation to the Divine * . 
is 2 proud and ſawcy Seryant, 

e never obey his Maſter, but «Dp he ſees 

e the Reaſon of the Command. It is Re 

4 ſon enough for obeying, to every moce! 
© ant humble Servant, that his Lord, o 
% much wiſer than he, and to whom he 
«© owes all his e has command. 
A 


5 that” our Saviour has required an implicy 
blind Reſignation to his Will, in the Inv) 
tution of his Sacraments : That tis Prid: 
and Saweineſs not to obey, where we fee 
no Reafon of the Command, and that it i 

_ enough to modeſt Servants to be con: 
manded. But is this the Caſe in e 
bite? "Oy" Lord has in Fact given vs th 
| Reaſon of his Commands: And if *Pride 
and Sawrineſs is concern'd in this Caf, 
it is when proud and ſawcy. Fellow. Set 
vants require ſubmiſſion, not to the Ret 
| ſons of the Command which their Mate 
bh aſſigns, but ro their own 1 Reaſon, to whit 


_ 2 * _ 


He argues fill, © that Obedience to poll. 


the Love of God, which is the firſt and 


F? ALA 


The Mee is Gon: ice to imogine, 


b : 1 1 7 


1371 


they will have to be the Reaſon of their 
Maſter's Command, and which he never 
gave. The Reaſons of the Sacrament oft 
the Lord's-Supper are expreſſiy aſſign'd in 
Scripture: Nor do 1 know one ſingle In- 
ſtance, where our Saviour requires Obedi- 


mand. 1 muſt therefore again, as I have 
often already, call upon this Author to pro- 
duce an Inftance where our Saviour has 
treated his Servants in this manner: Where 
he has required Obedience, to any thing, 
only becauſe he commanded it. To re- 


when he has never acted thus, is a real In- 
jury to his Character; and whatever © proud 
« and ſawcy Servants” may imagine, He 


a blind Reſignation to his Will. 


the poſitive Inſtitutions of our Lord, or to 


1 9 e them as uſeleſs or unneceſſary. 

us tte No they are to be conſidered as what they 
pig, and not as what they are not : Uſeful 
„C(ith in their Places, and naturally conducive to 
. Sethe Ends for which they were appointed by 
ne Re WD! 1 but not as Chriſtian Perfecti- 
Matei on when there is not one ſuch Thought ; 


9 7 * Appcars | 


ence without an apparent Reaſon of his Com- 


preſent our Lord acting in this manner, 


never did require ſuch Affection, nor r ſuch : 


1 wou'd not by this, no more than Dr. 
Clarke would, be thought to leſſen or light = 


* 


1.91. 


appears in the whole N:w Teftament, nor | 
in the Catechiſm which Dr. Clarke took 


Part of this Book ; and as to the Err (ok 
tory part of it cowards the End, again! n 
that “ for decency ſake only cry up J "tu 
1 Morality, ” I ſhall leave him to his 
_ Conſcience. Surely it is grown of Ma a 
high Crime to plead the Cauſe of Moral. 
ty, that ſo much Pains is taken to depr: 
tiate it, and to ſet it off as wanting (ome. 
thing to“ ſupply its Defects.” What N 
this Author has here publiſhed, I have al. 
ready conſidered : And think it necd!e{ tg 
examine what he affirms, that the Script. re 
is the only. jure and“ ſolid Foundation © 
2 To tell us, that Natural Re: 


6. every Man pleaſes, and will fhew et 
in little © elſe but natural ee, 
were it not for the Scripture, | 1s plain!) 


5 2 z that tis not founded upon *. 
Rcalons of Things, and that tlie Re 
bol Nature is not capable of being = 


The Man that can ſay this, ſecms not t 
7 know what Natural Neigen, or irs Obli 
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upon him to expound. 
1 have now done with the argumentatiy; 


© ligion as it is called, Will ſoon be what 


7, that Morality is not in itſelf capable o 


obligatory upon reaſonable. C reatureh 


ation 


wa 
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cations are founded on; and whilſt he is 
12norant. of them, He may talk of Revcla- 
tion as a Rule, but Will ſcarce ever be able to 
Þ apply it to the Explication of any C ommand 
or. Prohibition containd therein. 
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